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Je Law of PREVACY.... 


“THE doctrine of privacy,” says the editor 
of the annotation in 138 A.L.R. 22, “is still 
very much in its infancy fifty years after its 


conception. 


“Although... courts have long recognized 
rights that were essentially the same as the 
right of privacy, under the guise of property 
rights, rights of contract, etc., it was not 
until the publication in 1890 of the article 
by Warren and Brandeis (later Justice 
Brandeis) in 4 Harvard L. Rev. 193, that 
the right was introduced and defined as an 
independent right and the distinctive prin- 
ciples upon which it is based were formu- 
lated.” 


The doctrine of privacy has had a checkered 
career, approved in California, District of 
Columbia, Georgia, Kansas, Kentucky, Mis- 
souri, North Carolina, Ohio, Oregon and 
Pennsylvania, dodged in Arkansas, England, 
Massachusetts. Montana and Wisconsin, 
looked on skeptically by Michigan, smiled 
on in Louisiana, New Jersey and South 
Carolina, absolutely denied in Rhode Island, 
and definitely established by statute in 
New York. 


This annotation contains a very valuable dis- 
cussion of the remedies, damages, and pro- 
cedural matters involved in this interesting 
question. This is only one of the over 12,000 
exhaustive annotations in the American Law 
Reports. Let us submit our latest offer. 
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w S 
tion” is defined in Wharton’s 
“any set ot statute "i In 


ixford Dictionary, however, it 1s 
be “the wl body 


s;’ and as a law, according to Whar- 


ole of enacted 


s “a rule of action to which men are 


conform- 


} | +] - . al <;* 
eed to make eir conduct 


' , 
] e tert c ¢ rn Dp broad enoug! 
I 
7 1 1 ne 
cli r role S | Dy the Governot 
‘ ] ’ 
( ! and b rds and of 
Te | this 1 r r be con 
' ‘ 
| with st s onl would no 
) },- in 
- long, as Parliament has been in 
. cad 
tor 1 tev eriods since 





begat There has, however, 
great 1 of legislation by order, 
vhich will ha he considered at son 
net! 
The statutes passed by Parliament, b 
he pre t war, may be cor 
ently classified as 1) financing acts, 
ts dealing with government depart- 
ental machinery, 3) the National Re 
Ce Mobi! tion Act, ’4) the Plebi- 
e Act nd 5) other acts 
Stat he first division are the 
st numerous. By Excise Act amend 
ents in each year, duties on spirits, 
idy, | malt. and tobacco, were 
siderabl creased; customs duties 
ere imposed on certain things and in 
sed on others; income taxes payabl 
by persons and corporations were enor 


} te 


AND EMERGENCY 


LEGISLATION® 
Jou NSTON 


} mada, Toronto 


Income War Tax 
\ct amendments, and exemptions were 


that 


: ‘ 
increased by 


nik yusly 


cut down so many thousands of 


Canadians pay now who never did be- 
A National Defence T 


3 per cent, now 5 or 7 per cent, was im- 


- 
ax of 2 or 


rore, 


posed on the income of every person 
aking over $1,200 per year, or $600 in 
e case of a single person, with tax 
edits for dependents. By amendments 


of the Speci 


1] War Revenue Act, taxes 


were ncreased on such ar- 


imposed or 1 


ticles as matches, automobiles, cameras, 
calls, and 


Tax 


ic 


telephone 
\ War Exchange 


of 10 per cent was imposed on the value 


toilet articles, bet 


playing cards. 
of all goods itaported from non-Empire 
countries, with certain exceptions. In 
1940 the Dominion government for the 
time imposed inheritance taxes. Up 
ime taxes on successions had 
been levied only by the governments of 


An Excess Profits Tax 


Act was passed which imposes a 75 per 


the provinces 
cent tax on excess profits as defined in 
the Act. This is 


to income tax. The tax revenue of the 


of course in addition 


government has increased from around 
half a billion to nearly one and a half 
billion dollars annually. Loan acts were 
passed, under which over two billion dol- 
lars have been raised. An act was re- 


cently passed which authorized the Min- 








\ct was passe 


4 ‘e 


reovernme! 


lin Tune 1940 to gi 


STC] tT Finance to en I nto agreements 
. : 
wi the g I nts o the provinces 
- +} , . — 
whel ) ney agree » Cease O levy in- 
_— 9 rhnt n tare luring aT 
( ( i ( 1 n eS aduring Wal 
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mun +4 ns f + ’ , \T lh, > 
\ \ \ 1 T % f “ 
\ M nicte f tiona Defencs ) 
\T 1 a 
Nava Neer ec na ) Min stey ; N 
ional Defence Air ow n nted 1 
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’ ‘ 7 ss 7 
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t¢ tT I tne na\ 
| 
| é S CS eST ( ely 
The Ministe e new Departmet 
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nat ] ' ' 1940 nd 
’ ot , yIled ass er hy Not nol 
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mn | diccemination of niublic i formatior 
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‘ +] ] eclination f 
\ eT vant nm at cr qd ition < 
th. volut teer yt te th vomen of 


onserva 


tion and salvage of raw materials. and 
‘cuch other duties as mav be as ned tr 
ee from tit +; he +} Governor 
n Coun s1? 

The National Resources Mobilizatior 
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1 Hine “eh . . 
provides that “the Governor in 
nay do and authorize su “t 
gs and make from time to time 
toon out voaiatinme eetusiotan 

l 9 l ms, 17 ng 
; a | +1] | ; 
place net Ss, their ry 
their property at the disposal 
\] i] ‘ in th rioht ot ( y ) 
| 1 B cae 1 
« mea n sSary r Cx 
curing the pub ic safety, the de- 
Canada. th maintenance P 
: : 
roder tT e ethc1ient nrosect , 
= e far maintaining cunniiec 
1 ( } ning ¢ 
: | e s | 
es essential to the life oft +} 
99 ; : ae 
s+ Section 3 of the Act nN. 
, p ‘ 
if these powers mus not f 
“i a 
} fa 
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ther statutes should be men- 
although both were passed 
ir, the Militia 


he pres nt W 
, . \ The 
e War Measures Act The 
Pp vides for the enrolment 


ia and empowers 
. bia ‘orncil to make reonul: 
nor in Council to make regula- 


“organization, discipline, and 
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generally” and for 


“anything requiring to be done in con- 


defence of Can- 
this power, the “King’s 


rulations and Orders for the Canadian 


Militia” have been passed. The act in- 


ody of Canadian 


law much of the military law 


(areal Britai rovision 1S made 1n 


e act for a permanent force not exceed- 


! ale in- 


exempt or disqualified by law, 

be required to serve in the militia 
be lled out on active service, 
where in Canada and also beyond 
la, for the defen e there Tt, at any 
advisable so to do 
ergency.” In August 

939 an order in Council was issued, 
thorized the Minister of Na- 

| Defence to call out the militia. He 
out units by notice published in the 
ida Gazette. Before the end of 1941 


000 men had voluntarily en- 


I Arm nd Air Force, 

were ive service 

e War Measures A as passed in 
14 and is to be found, with minor 


ch s,in the Revised Statutes of Can- 


It gives the executive exten 
king authority which is nor 
When 

vasion, or insurrection, real or 
ehended, exists,” the Governor in 


Government, or 


‘abinet-—“may do and authorize such 


nd things and make from time to 
lations as he 


ne such orders and regu 


1 


nay , aeem necessary or advisable 


defence, peace, order, 


1 ¢ - - ] o> 


d welfare ot Canada 
ulations made under this sweeping 
liations made unaer (tnis sweeping 


All orders and 


ection are given the force of law. To 











+70 LAW LIBRAR) 


bring the provisions of the act into oper- 
ation, a proclamation was made on Sep- 
1, 1939. The great body of Can- 
adian war legislation consists of orders 


| 
tember 


Council passed under the authority of 
this act, and orders of boards established 
ind of administrators and controllers ap- 
pointed by or under such orders in Coun- 


1 


cil. Sometimes an order is said to be 
made pursuant to some other act, but the 
authority of the War Measures Act is in- 
voked as well, for greater security. 

Over 20,000 orders in Council have 
been passed since the beginning of the 
war, and many wartime organizations 
have been created and administrative of- 
ficials 
made by them. 
only to consider briefly a few of the more 


appointed and orders have been 
It will be possible here 
important of these organizations and of 


the regulations which have been estab- 


9 
lished. Those which will be mentioned 
are 
i ertain boards r 1 deal 
Se ee P 
produ 
| Wa ma War Labor Boar 1, th 
Va Industries Control Board, the War- 
Prices Control Board, the Foreign Ex- 
unge Control Board and the Export Permits 
h of the Department of Trade and 
( nerce, which exercise Canada’s “economi 
trols’ 
) the Trad vith tl Er Regula 
] 


= e 1 
fence of Canada Regulations 


In September 1939 an Agricultural 
Supplies Committee was appointed and 
certain powers as to the produc- 


and distribution of sup- 


given 
tion, purchase, 
plies for use in agricultural production. 
A new in Council, in March 1940, 
established the Supplies 
3oard in its place. 
tion of this Board, orders in Council 


order 
Agricultural 
On the recommenda- 


have been passed making regulations as 


to seeds, fertilizers, and pesticides, and 
administrators of these commodities have 
been appointed. 

Three boards, the Bacon Board, the 
Dairy Products Board, and the Special 
Products Board, were established by rea- 
son ef agreements made to supply bacon 
and other pork products, dairy and other 
agricultural products, principally eggs, to 
Wide powers of 
control and regulation were given t 
these boards in order that the required 
supplies would be available for export. 
Boards have been established also to act 


the United Kingdom. 


as selling agencies for the marketing 
of Nova Scotia and British Columbia 
apples, which cannot now be sent over- 
seas. 

The National War Labour Board was 
established in October 1941 by an order 
in Council, known as the Wartime 
Wages and Cost of Living Bonus Order. 
Its purpose was to achieve “a stabiliza- 
tion of wage rates at fair and reasonable 
levels in the interest of the war effort.” 


Its main provision is that “except on 


written permission of the national 
Board, no employer shall increase « 
decrease the basic scale of wage rates 


paid by him at the effective date of this 
Order.” Provision is made for increas- 
ing rates of wages in certain cases and 
for payment of “cost of living bonuses.” 
Nine Regional War Labour Boards were 
provided for by the order, one for each 
province, to “be charged with such duties 
and responsibilities as may be assigned” 
by the national Board. Many orders had 
already been passed dealing with labour. 
Regulations had been made as to the pro- 
cedure to be followed prior to the calling 
of strikes; a National Labour Supply 
Council had been established to advise 


the Minister: a committee had been 
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1 “to coordinate the functions and 
f all Government agencies in 
iffairs affecting labour’; and 


1 


rtime Bureau of Technical Person- 


id been set up 
Wat e Salaries Order should 
ioned here, although it is not ad- 
red by the National War Labour 
but by the Mi et National 
s passed in November 
bilize the ate I man 
1 executive salaries paid dur 
irtime in the same general way as 
ites are stabilized under the War 
Vag 1 Cos Living Bonus 
le gen tle laid down, 
eX ptior } qi lific ns s tl 
rn] . T F é ¢ the ite of 
| fficials above “the 
( te ¢ lished and 
| 1 oveml 7, 1941.” 
1 off lefined in the ord 
1 1 k of forem 
( ble t nk y (ne receiving 
$250 a month is deemed to be above that 
vhile ( g less than $175 
¢ t hye | S of doubt 
y s, a Regional 


d or the National Board is to decide 
Control 
rd was established by order in Coun 
1 in Tune 1940 and refashioned in Au 

1941 [ 
nportant of Canada’s special war or- 
nizations. In June 1939 the Defence 


Te hasing Bo ird was appointed to con- 


It is now one ot the most 


r of contracts for the 


efence equipment and 


inufacture of « 


he construction of defence projects. It 
‘quisition of the 


Minister of National Defence: Tenders 
- invited whenever practicable, 
1] contracts were to be approved bv the 


Governor in Council, and the maximum 


net profit on any contract was to be five 
per cent. This Board was superseded 
by the War Supply Board, established 
by an order in Council recited 
that, as the country was now at war and 
of public 


which 


a very large expenditure 
moneys would have to be made, a board 
should be appointed with authority to 
“take steps to mobilize, conserve and co- 
industrial 


ordinate the economic and 


facilities available in respect of muni- 
tions supplies and defence projects for 
the effective prosecution of the war and 
to procure munitions and supplies and 
insure the carrying out of defence proj- 
ects and insure a proper allotment of 
such munitions and supplies to such 


The 


work of the Board and contracts made 


agencies as might require same.” 


by or with it were taken over by the 
Ministry of Munitions and Supply by 
order in Council in April 1940. 

In the summer of 1940 controllers of 
various commodities were appointed on 
the recommendation of the Minister of 


Munitions and Supply. In each order 
appointing a controller, were regulations 
in which the of the controller 


were set out. A controller may acquire, 


powers 


sell, exchange, or generally deal in his 
commodity, take possession of any plant 
producing or capable of producing it, fix 
quantities or grades, require anyone deal- 
ing with it to take out a licence, and re- 

In fact, 
his com- 


quire the making of returns. 
the controller’s over 
modity are almost unlimited. Controllers 


have been appointed for steel, timber, oil, 


powers 


chemicals, machine tools, 
and a 


construction, 


motor vehicles, metals, power, 


number of other commodities. There is 
a Controller of Supplies, who has under 
his control a number of commodities, 


services, and articles, which is constantly 











I 





growing, because “ supplies,” 


in Council establishing the regulations 
respecting supplies, is said to mean, “any 
which the 


Minister shall from time to time by order 


ot those goods r services 
} 


In writing signed by him designate as be- 


ing ‘supplies.””’ Cork, fibre, kapok, 
metal products, radios, refrigerators, 
all been designated 
iS “suppl s.”” The orders restricting the 
purchase and use of tires and tubes have 


ller of Supplies 


Originally the controllers worked 
more or less independently, but they 
were all members of the Wartime Indus- 
tries Control Board: and the Regula 


tions OT tl 1s 
gust 1941 to take, through the Board, 


“further 


B ard were passed in \u- 


measures to promote coordi- 


nation and integration of the functions 


ivities of such controllers and to 


and act 
charge special duties upon such Board.” 
The Board 


trollers, the 


of the con 
chairman of 
the Wartime Prices and ‘7 rade Board or 
his appointee, and any other persons ap- 


Minister of 
The power 


pointed by the Munitions 


fF controller - 


and Supply. 
Their orders must now 


restricted 


were 


be approved by the chairman of the 
Board and orders as to prices must have 
chairman of 
and Trade Board 


The Board now issues orders itself. con 


also the concurrence of the 


the Wartime Prices 


siders the orders of the controllers, and 
coordinates their work 

The Wartime Prices and Trade Board 
September 1939 by 
which 


providing 


was established in 


an order in Council recited the 


desirability of “safeguards 


against anv undue 


under war conditions 
enhancement in the prices of food. fuel 


and other necessaries of 


I 
sure an adequate supply and equitable 


11’ LIBRAR) 


in the order 





Bae ” 


distribution of such 


“Regulations respecting Necessa ( 
Life’ were made; and the Boar 
empowered to investigate costs, p1 
prices, and stocks of goods, t 


quire manufacturers, producers, jobl 


wholesalers or retailers to obtain i 
cences, to fix maximum prices, t 
limit amounts of 


and any necessari 


that mio he ceaid ar hanoht he ant 
that might DE id Or DOUgHt Dy any f 


son, and to take posse ssion ot al 
plies, in certain cases. These regul 
ve been amended and consolidated 


cited as “The Wartime Pri 


are now 


and Trade Board Regulations.” Order 
of the Board, if published in the ( ! 


same force 
as if they were expressly set out in tl 
Council. The “Maximun 
Prices Regulations,” established in 


1941, 


may “sell or supply, or offer t 


order in 


vember provide that no pet 


supply, any goods or services at a price 


that is higher than the m 


fi I til 


iximum price,” 
which is “the highest lawful pri 

which such person sold or supplied go: 
or services of the same kind and quality” 
between September 15 and October 11 


1941, 


maximum prices or to exempt 


The Board is given power to vat 
any per 
son, goods, services, or transaction fror 
the provisions of the regulations. Order 
have heen made by the Board as to price 
of many different commodities, article 
and services, ranging from onions to rail 
The 

11 


the prices of goods and services of a! 


rates. Zoard has jurisdiction ovet 
kinds and also over their production and 
distribution unless they are within thi 
controller under the War 
As the 


materials 


field of some 
time Industries Control Board 
latter d with 
more definitely connected with the war, 
the Wartime Prices and Trade Board has 


Joard is concert 














vell as tl 


by 





1DA’S 


hiefly with goods or services con- 


or used by the people at large 
hairman ch of these boards 1s 
ber of the other, an ny con 
whos« mmodity is being dealt 
bi e \W me Prices and Trad 
1 becom wr the time being, a 
of that Board. While the War 
Industries Control Board has pows 
] cert war commodities, the 
ri ic 1 ird has 
o control t Ippl of all othe 
nd servic ind the prices of all 
1 services 
e bee ippointed 
\\ ’rices a | le Board 
t] tments | e been ay 
é Cou ( a nui 
es and services, among 
( Is uga coal. hides and 
‘ 1 rentals Maximum 
Regulations have been passed 
rent ils. as t] ev were on Octo 
1, 1941 The powers of the admin 
c |] é ] cet ut i tl se ord rs 
also in an order made by the Board 
have very wide powe ¢ over their 


q°,° ; 
modities or services, ver\ 


1] t those exercised by the War 
Industrie Control Board con 
llers Any person dissatisfied with 
ruling or decision of an administra 
may ippeal to the B yard The ad 
ators administer the regulations 
sed by order in Council which affect 


particular commodity or service, 


he orders of the Board; and 
tl orders, whicl 


: | 
emselves make 


be approved by the chairman of 
ime Prices and Trade Board 
‘cial duties by the amend 
f the Spe ial War Revenue Act 


the War Exchange Conservation 


n spe 
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\ct, both m 


port any cases where advantage has been 


ntioned above. It must re- 


taken of the taxes imposed by either of 


these acts to increase prices or maintain 


41 | 


lem at unjustifiable levels 


Che Foreign Exchange Control Board 


vas established by order in Council in 


ted > 

September 1939. Its main purpose is 
said to be “to balance as far as possible, 
Canada’s income and outgo of United 


States dollars in ord » ensure that 
United States dollars will be available 


ital 


obtain \ 


is required, to war and 
other imports and at the same time to 
meet contractual obligations payable in 
United States currency.” To avoid a 
rush of capital from the country, all deal 

ings in foreign exchange must be made 
through the Board. All Canadian char 

tered banks are authorized agents of the 
Board. Anyone desiring to export goods 

' 


ave a licence to do so and must 
take payment in foreign exchange, which 
declared the 
Board Importers also must obtain 
No person may leave Canada 
the Board the rea- 
1 expenditures and 


must be and offered to 
without declaring to 
sons and his propose 
obtaining a permit to travel and take the 
required money. Foreign securities held 


by Canadian residents have been ac- 


the Board and foreign ex 
and held 
Special provisions have been made fot 
the 
Board is au- 


quired by 


have 


change rates been fixed 
and f¢ T 
The 


thorized to make regulations with respect 


foreign investors con 


venience of visitors 
to forms and procedure and generally as 
Such 
regulations have been made and pub 
lished in the Canada Gazette 


to matters arising in its operations. 


Orders in Council were passed in the 
first vear of the war, under the Customs 
\ct and the War Measures Act, pro 








hibiting the export of certain products 

eX] to certa stinations without 
ern ind \y 1941 a centralized 
control was established for the issuance 


f export permits for all products for 


which such permits were required. An 
. 2)  D 4 
Ext | it Brane was set up In the 
, - , , : 
Department of Trade and Commerce 
1 the Minister was authorized to issue 
] +1 + > 
ect! } S g ¢ é v1 infing < 
permits. Exy ( rticles witl 
ut pert was prol ed, aS was tne 
eX] ny goods any non-Empire 
countr outside the Western Hemi 
ont . ; +1 -_ o sce: 
spnere ofr ( e S ) possé ssions 
‘ . ; , 
of |} mice Ketore nit 1s issued in 
respect to anv product under the juris 
diction ot oard. administrator rcon 
‘ 1 Py ) ] 
rol ¢ ¢ te P mit B incl must 
i . 
ae ee. secure the advice of 
11 1 ‘ 1 1 1 
esponsib oth t ( ard or the 
, ‘ 1 ; 1 
1 nies yor « Ole | Br wmcn 
Sct \7 19047 ntaining 
T ov ppl tiIONS 
| l 
, 1 1 7 
re de fort :, » sche 
1 , dities thiect to its control 
1 
; thet ts of Regulations must be 
' - d Pe n of ¢ madian 
‘ 1 1 T +1, 
W O1S] I tne it ng with the 
r T 7 7 T 
1 ? eo! illo ned the i Jetence 
fF ( la R latior The Trading 
1 
vit e FY vy Regulations were mad 
> 7 1 
1 Septem De 1939 1 ive been 
: - 
amencde 1 trot time ft Time } 1 consol 
4 _ : ' : ‘ 
dated il] hi order in uncil Trading 
a , 
wit 4 enemy is made in offence, pun 


Many 


declared to 


imprisonment 


transactions are 


kinds of 


constitute such trading and the word 
“enemy” is said to include not only per- 
sons residing or carrying on business 
vithin enemy territory but also many 
persons in neutral countries who are 
leemed to hav ne character. Lists 
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of these “specified persons” are issued 


from time to time and published in the 
Canada Gazette. All rights, proper 
and interests in Canada which belo 
to enemies have been declared to 
vested in the Custodian of Enemy 
erty, who is entitled to rece 
collect any payments owing to an ener 
The Patents, Designs, Copyright 


Emergenc (Order g 


powers over interests in 
: : 
Cops rights, and trade marks owned 


enemies 


Tk T e 1 ) 1 
I Jet nee ( il } kk 9 } 
1 1 1 
ippeared in an order in Cout tS 


tember 3. 1939. and have been amend 
many times and consolidated. They 


with many matters affe tit as 


of the country. Certain places are 
1 1 ““ 1 ; ” 1 
clared to be protected piace nd 
CeSS thereto 1S restt cte ) ne rT CC 
; . rt W]-] 
munis ion re cot led provisi 
iT made fi safecu rd t mtormat 
, ‘ . . 
for arrest detention and internment 
aliens. for preventing »} oe for ces 
LITCTIS, Lf ie \ iy SadDOLAy 


sorship and control of shipping. Perhay 
the most drastic regulation is that whic 
empowers the Minister of Justice, 
to preventin 


satisfied that, with a view 


any particular person from acting in at 


manner prejudicial to the publi 


or the state, it is necessarv so to do.” 


“that he be detained in sucl 


to direct 


litions” as he 


place and under such con 
may determine. Any person so detained 
is deemed to be in legal custody. Cer 
tain associations, societies, groups, or 
organizations are declared to be “illegal 
and the 
tended by notice published in the Canada 
Gazette. Any officer or member of sucl 


an organization is guiltv of an offence 


It is an offence 


list may be ex 


organizations 


also to “print, publish 











overed by 








est t 4 
‘ed 
[ Wa 
ertain of 
-egulations 
la Regulat 


mphlet form 
ae hin ere 
ers which may not be 


in any of the 


the King’ 


ind Requlati 


knowingly” in quantity, cir- 


or ¢ ibute anything containing 
terial, report, or statement “in 
likel be p ejudicial to the 
of th ite or the efficient prose 
f the w It 1 forbidden to 
any 1 spre id reports oO! 
taten 1iterance intended 
ely t e prejudi to the saf 
e Stal efficient prosecuti n 
va lost of the ca es in whicl 
1 W easures ] ive been cor 
red in urts have arisen fro 
, hece ‘ riulk ; ' Ol fri 7 
| le he 
( statutes have the 
tney are no \ ulabl in 
( fi is are Statutes 
{ f r ders in ( ouncil wnder the 
Mea Act and most of the or 
s made by the boards mentioned and 
e controllers and administrators, 
t the Canada Gazette. Some of 
t be published in the Gazette 
lers in uncil relating to the war 
hich are regarded as of general ot 


the tT St important < f the 
such as the Defi nce of Can 
ions and the Patents, De 


Mark 


only in 


Trade 
1939. coms 
To obtain these and any 
in the Gazette 
es of Proclama- 


volun 


ns and Orders, it is necessary to write 


inter. The field is well 
Orders 


Pr 
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Emergency Laws, 


14mD ‘ ry roy 
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Richard DeBoo Ltd ‘ This 


is a looseleaf service showing regulations 


Toronto. 


ol 


in their current form, with notes indicat- 
amendments have been made. 
should be made here to 
’s book, Mobilizing 


published 


no where 
itis whe 


) 
Reterence 


\. F. W. 
Canada’ 


toc » 
Plumptre 
Rese 


uurces for War, 
1 


: , » 
ch tells what 


Macmillan in 1941, whi 


wy 
Canada has done in the war, whv mone- 
tary, price, and commodity controls have 
been instituted, and how the various con- 
trol organizations work 
BIBLIOGRAPHY 
STATUTI 
\ )20 late C trite of 
al la 
M 1 A RR ¢ 1S t La i 1927 
gets 
if Ld2 
War Mea ¢ A ct RS ¢ } i 206 
(ORDERS IN CouNt iL, (ORDERS OF BOARDS 


AND ADMI OFrFICALS 


Canada Gazet lumes 73, 74 ind 5 
King’s Printer, Ottawa, one volume per 
T , ] ] ] é * + 
e€a cK el 1 | pai 
+] : | Senne lat 
é S ( late 
P . ; ‘ a 
1 the parts. Indexes weekly an 
. { } + + 1) 
irly. $8.00 per year M I 
] | ( 
ir orders appcat the 1aAZe 
2 ve ; ; 
Proclamations and O rs in ncil relating 
‘ , > + MoT r 
to the War King’s Printer, O wa, pape 
ound l it irregular intervals. Fift 
ents per vol five volumes to date. Cor 
t orders and proclamations “which art 
regarded as of general or widespread interest 
and concern 
‘ - 
In Pamphlet 
: . : , sii 
Defence of Canada Ri 1 s (Conso 
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CHRONOLOGY OF THE PUBLICATIONS OF THE OPINIONS OF 
THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL OF THE ARMY 


By CAPTAIN 


Lewis W. 


MORSE * 


History of The Judge Advocate General of the Army 


fice of Judge Advocate of the 
\rmy may be deemed to have been 
ited during the War of the Revolu 


vl an appt intment was made on 
” 


29, 1/75 (Journals of Cong.), soon 


atter the enactment of the Articles of 
War on June 30 of the same year. In 

reenactment of the articles, in 1776, 
this officer was styled the Judge Advo 
cate General of the Army and was em- 
powered to prosecute in the name of the 
such 


States or to conduct 


The office of 


United 


prosecutions by deputy. 


Judge Advocate ceased to exist at the 


1 


disbandmen of the Revolutionary 


* Director of Libraries, 





Judge Advocate General’s Department, Munitions Building, Washing 


Armies, but 
of the 


507 ), 


was revived by Section 2 
March 3, 1797 (1 


which made provision for a judge 


act ol Stat 


advocate, to be taken from the commis 


sioned officers of the line, who was t 
receive the same pay and allowances as 
(adjutant) and 
inspector therein authorized. This office, 


with other offices in the General Staff, 


the brigade major 


was discontinued by the act of March 
16, 1802 (2 Stat. 132). Section 19 of 
of 1812 (2 Stat. 674), passed in 
England, 


the act 


contemplation of war with 
made provision for one judge advocate, 
with the rank of major, to each division, 
and this number was increased to three 


ton, D. C 




















section 2 of the act of April 24, 1816 
at. 297). At the reduction of 1818 
officers were disbanded (act of 
| 14, 1818, 3 Stat. 426), and the 
of Judge Advocate of the Army 
scontinued by the act of March 2, 
3 Stat. 615 
sy section 4 of the act of March 3, 
) (9 Stat. 351 he office of Judge 
\rmy was reestablished, 
t] nk and pay of major of 
By Section 5 of the act of July 
SOz 2 Stat. 598 the office of 
\ e G ral was created, 
} k and pav of colonel of 
ent the dut ies of 
lefine By Section 5 
( ite provision was made 
( lge advocates, one of 
5 be assigned to duty at the 
1 each I I l S field 
Se 7 Tune 20. 1 QA 
3S 145 he Bureau of Military 
: { h which the 
{ l was nsfer1 d 
kk cadier general; and 
\ ] e Adv te General, 
f l 1 of cavalry, was 
s¢ ( 12 of the act of 
ly 28. 1866 (14 Stat. 334), the com 
{ ley I { is fixed at 
love Advocate General (hbrigadie 
rene ( A Judge Advocate 
General (colonel nd ten judge advo- 
¢ who we be selected by the 
ecr of War from the corps of 
lvo sa rized by the act of 
July 17, 1862. By this statute the office 
f Solicitor of the War Department was 
discontinued, the duties of the office 
being merged in the Bureau of Military 
lustice 
The Judge Advocate General of the 
Army is the chief law officer of the War 


IRMY 177 
Department, and the chief legal adviser 
of the War, the War 
Department, and the Military Establish- 
He 


Secretary of 


ment, supervises the system of 


military justice, and in his office the 
records of all trials by general courts- 
martial, courts of inquiry, and military 


commissions are reviewed. His duties 


1 


include the furnishing of advice concern- 


Ing 
iiis 


property, and financial operations which 


the legal phases of the business, 


are under the jurisdiction of the Secre- 


iry of War, and the legal questions 
growing out of the administration, con- 
trol, discipline, status, civil relations, and 


activities of personnel of the military 
1 
A 


establishment. The Judge Advocate 


General is the custodian of the records 
f all general courts-martial, courts of 
inquiry, and military commissions, and 
{ all papers relating to the title to lands 
in the field under the control of the War 


The control and coordina 
activities of the War 
and the Army are under his 


Department. 


tion of all patent 


Department 


direction. The Judge Advocate General 
represents the War Department in all 
litigation involving the Department and 


maintains liaison with the Department 


of Justice in connection with such litiga- 


Every record of trial by general court- 
martial comes to the Office of The Judge 
\« voc ate No sen 


ence of court-martial involving death, 


General for review. 
dismissal or discharge not suspended, or 
confinement in a penitentiary, may be 
eview by The 
Board 


All other sen- 


ordered executed before r 
Judge Advocate General and the 
of Review in his office. 
tences of general courts-martial are sub- 


ject to vacation or suspension 


recommendation of The Judge Advocate 


upon 


Questions involving almost 


General 








every ct yncel 


his office: claims by and against the 


Government 
ernment; 
cials, contra 


patents ; 


COT 
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leases, 


sales, 


vable phase of law come to land purchases; 


litig 


tion involving the War Department ; t! 


state and federal taxation: 


grants ; 


contracts with the Gov 


bonds of Government offi- organization of the War Department 
ctors, and sub-contractors; andthe Army; the rights and obligations 


yyrights; War Department of military personnel. 





Opinions and Digests of Opinions of The Judge Advocate General 


1842-1889 


1865 


1866 


1868 


> 


SSO 


1894 


1895 


1901 





Opinions in long hand are contained in 5/7 folio Record Books, “‘li 
as R”, in the General Records Section of the Judge Advocate Ge 
of the Army. An index to these opinions is contained in three bot 
volumes. 

Digest of Opinions with index. 

VIII+-136 pages Washington, G.I’.O 1865 
Digest of Opinions including those since the 1865 Digest, togetl 
with those contained in that edition with index 

XI+-252 pages Washington, G.P.O. 1866 
Digest of Opinions furnished to the President, the Secretary of W 
the Adjutant General, Heads of Bureaus the War Departmet 
Commanding Officers, Judge Advocates and Members of Military 
Courts, and other officers of the army, and soldiers, between Septer 
ber 1862 and July 1868. Edited by Major W. Winthrop. There 1s 
no index. 3rd Ed 

XVI-+-393 pages Washington, G.P.O 1868 


Digest of Opinions with notes by BVT. Colonel W. Winthrop. TI 
volume consists of a selection of digest of opinions from September 
3, 1862 to December 1, 1875, and from then until 1880. An index i 
included. 

XV+606 pages Washington, G.P.O 1880 
Opinions copied by letter press are contained in 75 bound volumes 
(listed P), in the General Records Section of The Office of The 
Judge Advocate General of the Army. There is no usable index for 


this period. 
Digest of Opinions with notes by Colonel W. Winthrop. This volume 
iSSi the f opini 


supplemented by selections from opin- 


1. ; 
VV 


i 


t 
4 


contains with some omissions and revisions, abstracts o ions 


published in the 1880 Digest, 


ions rendered during the 14 succeeding years. An index is included. 
868 pages Washington, G.P.O. 1895 


i 


+ 


Ti¢ 
s i 


Digest of the opinions originally compiled by Colonel W. Winthrop 
and revised by Major Charles McClure 
January 1, 1901. TI 


omitting such as were not applicable to then existing conditions. 


+ 
tO 


It includes the opinions 


71 
ik 


s volume revised the syllabi of the 1895 volume, 


An 











1? tated 
iz. Ss et 


d by The 
Treasury, the 


published for the informa- 


let “mmtas all i rte 
bulletin contained all important 











War 
bulletins 


Insuranc 
before. 
These 


ee | cin : aye | er opinion 
and wet ] eu : ] eee ‘ 11 {\% lil L f i l. Opinior 
of TI War Depart 
1920 


ment Documen 


157 page 














nd complete opinions of The Judge Advocate General of the 
the period April 1—-December 31, 1917, with index included 

uublished in bound form and indicated as Vol. 1. 

320 pages Washington, G.P.O 1919 


vy digest pinions from January 1918 through December 
1.17 1 1 mn ° 
e pub d in pamphl \ nnual cumulative index 
g ublished 
1QO1R 3 - T y 
inuary l amp ¥¢ 
| 7 ‘ a~« 
( TI « lle € 
. ‘ ae 
\ Cl ‘oO paves 
| 
hrough Decemb« 1918 pamphlets, including annual cumu 
lex have ont us pat i l 1-485 pages 
The Judge A General of the Army, for 
i 1—D« ) 31, 1918, witl ( led, were 
\ ) 
‘ AL( as = 
~ 182 page Washington, G.P.O 191‘ 
IN eT L he u \ ( ‘ fers 1 the 
; , 
( \ ¢ ( ul a Nn l¢ S 
Nu o { ,O n | 
y aig 5 g] lecember, 1919 
ph Was I pall 
n {QO4 nace 
Index 1) page 
et en, , , mo ——— 
phiets i i biiji ( } Lid ) ~ Seq All 
4 ] + ’ seat] 
ull } ¢ LA ¢ rm io t ‘N yea with < 
aL ) separat agil ( I¢ ne index. 
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appeared in bound form. 
























1912 
1OIS 


1912 


1930 


1924 


1930 


1938 


LIBRAR) 


Annual pamphlet digest including an index. 140 pages 
Annual pamphlet digest without an index. 98 pag 


Consolidated index of published volumes of opinions and digest 
opinions of The Judge Advocate General of the Army covering 


period 1912-1924 inclusive 


I1-+352 pages Washington, G.P.O 1926 
Annual pamphlet digest including index. I page 
Annual pamphlet digs ncluding index 89 pag 
Annual pamphiet digest including index 70 page 
Annual pamphlet digest including index 108 pag 
Annual pamphlet digest including index 1D pat 


| | | 7 1 | | 7 ) | + | 
\nnual digest was published and boun: he 1912-30 volume, wit! 
continuous paginatiol Che ine for the lus ncluded this annt 
digest. wl <s pages 1115-1145 i: f that volume 
lv’ \ Chi 18 S Ci e o i ( iI 


] as 1 +] ae | "4. Raia 
supplement included, and index for the entire volume. This volume 
I 


contains digests of opinions previously published, 1912-1917, April 1 


December 31, 1917 Digest and digests of the additional opiniot 
- ‘ QO? ‘ limninat ] ) . lio InN} ’ - ] ] 
through 1930. It eliminated many digests of opinions and added 


1 


many selected digests of opinions in that period not published before. 
Certain other matters such as Opinions of the Attorney General, 
Decisions of the Comptroller General, and publications and decisions 
of the courts were also excluded. 

1308 pages Washington, G.P.O 1932 


Inclusive. Cumulative annual pamphlet supplements with a cumulativ: 
index were publishe 
They are: 
1932 Supplement II (Supplement I was that for 1931 in the 1912 
1930 bound volume). It contains digest of opinions for 1931 
and 1932. 
96 pages Washington, G.P.O. 1933 
1933 Supplement III contains digest of opinions of 1931-1933. 
128 pages Washington, G.P.O. 1934 


1934 Supplement IV contains digest of opinions 1931-1934. 
152 pages Washington, G.P.O. 1935 
Supplement V contains digest of opinions 1931-1935. 
159 pages Washington, G.P.O. 1936 











ns digest of opinions 1931-1936. 


168 pages Washington, G.P.O 1937 
1937 Supplement VII contains digest of opinions 1931-1937. 
178 page Washington, G.P.O 1938 
38 Supplement VIII contains digest of opinions 1931-1938. 
185 page Washington, G.P.O. 1939 
2-1940 Di f Opi of The Judge Ad ite General the Army for 
period 1912 through 194 This bound volume includes the 
ligests of opini published in 1912-1930 Digest volume, and 
ipplements thereto, which are currently applicable, with certain addi- 
1 th a new gemen ’ rm to the Military Laws of the 
| C 1939 
\ 1148 pag Was g is.2 AS 1942 
}} Sut I to the 1912-1940 bound lune was published in 
pamphlet for 1942, « digests of opinions rendered in 
1941 and also cet n eviously rendered, but omitted from 
he ginal text 
51 or Vashingt G.P.O. 1942 
142 \ n in pamphle ¢ g digests opinions covering 
x months of 1942 | been published. Vol. 1, No. 1. 
[11+934+-V-XXXIV pages Washington, G.P.O. 1942 
Monthly bulletins supplementing this have appeared for July to 
Nove ( They are numbered Vol. 1, Nos. 2 to 6. They include 
pinions of The Judge Advoc General, the Attorney 
G 1, the Comptroller General, and the « notes on military 
ce cellane legal n judge advocates in 
Opinions sel l dig 1g e Bulletin on a 
thar used in selections for annual 
1912-1940 Diges Oy s of general interest 
a d f xe ev houg!l s a previously published 
opinion or digest of opinion on the same subject. This is a con 


tinuing ser 
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CURRENT DEVELOPMENTS IN CONSTITUTIONAL 


AND 


ADMINISTRATIVE 


LAW * 


By WuiItNey NortH SEYMOUR 
Of the New York Bar 


'wo years ago this lecture covered a 
term of the Supreme Court during most 
of which newly appointed justices con 
stituted a majority. The present lecture 
covers the 1940 and 1941 terms, during 
the last of which the newer justices had 
increased to seven. In this process the 
nation has lost, at least temporarily, the 
ervices of one great Chief Justice, but 
has been fortunate in acquiring a great 
and experienced successor in our present 
Chief. 
the views of new members of the Court 


We now have a cross section of 


who will be a majority for some time. 

There are two schools of thought as 
to the proper approach to a discussion of 
The most 


spectful one deals in terms of great prin- 


constitutional decisions. re- 
ciples and assumes that they are easy to 
delineate and apply. From time to time 
the Court itself has seemed to adhere to 
his school. But 
An 


commenting on that method 


+ 


lacks 


that approach 
t student at 


tangibility. irreveren 
Columbia, 
] 


iS applic G 


the bar who was giving a course on 


by a distinguished member of 
con- 
titutional law, wrote on one of the ma- 
chines in the washroom which emits hot 


“ec 


dry the hands, “Press the pedal 


1 hear... . on constitutional law.” 


air to 
ant 
Fortunately, we do not have such ma 
chines in the Association building. As a 
hanger-on around law schools for many 
have noted another approach 
to the 


summarized as the “liver” 


years, I 


which opposite extreme. 


eh es 


That may be 





approach, the essence of which is 


constitutional decisions are to be ex 
plained by the physical condition 
predilections of the judge 
] 


pr aC] 


-s. That 


1 certainly is in a lighter vein, but 


one must be more of a scholar 
diagnostician than I am to apply 
Court 
’ 


of the present Court mak« 


the present Furthermore, 
average age 
it hard to ascribe decisions to liver cot 
ditions. I am sure that Thomas Ree 
ell would have no difficulty, and 
that he would have writter 
on the last two terms fron 


which I could While he is ut 


ibtedly winding up, I can’t find tha 


crib 
he has pitched the famous Powell curve 
as vet. 

Yo 1 


vations are 


will understand that my obser 


made with the greatest re- 
spect for the Court, the individual jus- 
and the difficulty of 
If there is even an apparent 


tices. tremendous 
their work 
rom this attitude, I have th 


Mr. Justice Frankfurter for 


departure f 
sanction of 
that deviation. In his dissenting opinior 
in Bridges v. California, 314 U. S. 252 


at page 284, he said: 


‘Particul should this freedom be en 
ployed in comment upon the work of cour 
vho are without many influences ordinaril 

aking for humor and humility, twin ar 


It may be useful to start with some 


tentative conclusions on subjects with 


vishes to without hearing the rest of the 


enable anvone to leave who 


which the bar is particularly concerned 
‘hat will 








of judicial le 


‘ } 
we two precedalinl 





> you some basis 
» individual decisions to 


These subjects are: 
s the Court? 


slare Gécisisf 


i 
gimsalsVil ° 


1 


miain objects ol 


1 
ny discernible 


oncern that the Court might 


onal political lines 


ihe Court has 


division ap- 


, , 
il any, relatiOnsiip 


lhere 1s an 1n- 


visions in the 


Ulivi. 


+ 1 4 * . 
indicates 10 instances Ol 


, Te nee 
at the 1741 term as 


> 


A 


” 


1938 term. 
lissenting votes 
ith 110 at the 
1939 term. The 
ms to follow no 
veral of the jus- 
y together than 
the most interest- 


1 
+ 


inions is that it is 


1ost of the mem- 


and they are not 


me of the dissents 


differences of 


hers indicate only 


reement. Until 
1 an observer to 


can only conclude 


a Supreme Court jus- 


a ae ; 
ays is not lacking in intellec- 





ration tor t 





ARS 


excitement. The Chief Justice has 
ured us that the work of the Court 
conducted with complete personal har- 


Where there is an increasingly 


vy: 


number of dissenting opinions, one 


urally speculates on whether it is use- 
to have so many from the point of 


of the Court. It is always consol- 
defeated litigants to provoke a 


nt, but constant divisions are con- 
ing to the public. Certainly, where 


ues are grave and the differences 
ental, no minority judge can be 
ted to suppress his views. But 
the issues do not reach far beyond 
rticular case, one wonders about 
lity of dissenting opinions. Per- 
this doubt is what prevented Mr. 
rnes from writing any dissent- 
n while he was on the Court, 
rhaps, he was merely taking a rest 
senate rhetoric. Of course, the fate 


he minority views of Mr. Justice 
Imes and Mr. Justice Brandeis might 
encourage dissenting judges. One 


the opinions of 


running through 


last two vears a deference to the 


‘ds of those great judges which has 


heir views in dissent a source of 
he present Court. But 
obviously joined in many decisions 
which they must have restrained 
disagreement. 

The bar is naturally much con- 
| with the weight which the Court 


1 


to the doctrine of stare decisis. It 


asonable adherence to that doctrine 


in the highest Court which makes it pos- 


to advise clients on major problems 


0 conduct litigation involving them. 


Justice Frankfurter has described 


that doctrine as one “rooted in the psy- 
chological need to satisfy reasonable ex- 
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pectations.”” About all one can say now 
is that a majority of the Court seems to 
be able to take stare decisis or leave it 
alone. In the last two terms, as before, 
Court 


7 
overruled a 


the has explicitly or implicitly 

number of previous de- 
cisions, both ancient and modern. One 
gets rather the feeling that a majority 
of the Court is re-examining most ques- 
tions afresh, not feeling itself bound to 
adhere to previous decisions which it re- 
gards as wrong, however long they may 
followed. 
decisis still plays a part in most of the 
Mr. Justice Frank- 


to examination of 


have been Of course, stare 
run-of-mine cases. 
furter has referred 
certain precedents as the need to con- 
sider “turning past error into law.” ? 
did 
error, and when do they become law? 
the con- 


3ut when past decisions become 


So-called “past errors” were 


sidered judgment of the Court at the 
Were they any “law” be- 


time less 


cause not 
Court ? 


to follow blindly a previous decision 


the product of the present 
No one would expect the Court 


which was a judicial sport or which had 


been left behind by the stream of inter- 


pretation 3ut some reasonable adher 
ence to the doctrine of stare d CISIS is 
what must guide the community, the 


bar, and the lower courts in making 
judgments about a multitude of legal 
problems in modern life. If the doctrine 
fell into such desuetude that the wisest 
lawyer, unaided by cynicism, could not 
decision 
life 


would be more exciting; but its uncer- 
tainties would be destructive of many 


predict whether a previous 


would be followed, professional 


Fortunately, we have 
not reached that point. It is perhaps 
natural for a largely reconstituted Court 


1Toucey v. New York Life Insurance Co., 314 


(1941) 


important values. 


U. S. 118 








rIDAT AT 
URNA] \ 


to look critically at some of the work of 
its predecessors. This is especially true 
where the areas of conflict are changing 
and past generalizations are applicable to 
But soon there 
ill be a body of opinion on many 


wholly new conditions. 


jects to which the members of the pres- 


ent Court are committed, and then, 
before, we can hope that the judges will 
be more indulgent of our need for cer 
tainty. And when we return to the con 
fort of precedent, all of the judges may 
even have time to avoid participating it 
current judgments which they soon dis 
cover to be wrong. See the separate 
opinion of Justices Black, Douglas, and 
Opelika, decided at 


the end of the last term 


Murphy in Jones v 


3. It has been fashionable for critics 


of decisions declaring statutes unconsti 
tutional to challenge that action by saying 
that the judges were indulging in “judi 

slation.” It said that the 


judges were applying their 


cial legi was 
own social, 
economic, or political notions to matters 
mstitution gave legislatures 
Un- 


doubtedly, some past decisions gave sul 
In the early 


where the C 
an exclusive corner on such notions. 
stance to such criticism. 


days of the present Court there was a 


rather studious avoidance of action 
which might give rise to similar criticism. 
The Court, for the last three terms, has 


consistently upheld all federal legislation 
But the 


Court is less hesitant than it was about 


which has been challenged. 


state legislation. The phrase “judicial 
legislation” may be deemed to have a 
The 


of legislation is that 


broader aspect. outstanding quality 
it changes existing 
law, and sometimes changes it very fre- 
quently. Perhaps a court is doing some- 
thing very similar when it rejects a doc- 


trine imbedded in a long line of previous 
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he diss 


TIONAL AND 


struc- 


unexpected re- 


ting law, 


changes existing 
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despite an explanation 
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( oO ~/ in Senn Sé 
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( Chie Tustice 
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r. Jus 


J ° 
LaASST¢ 


he con urring opinion of 


! 
Duckwor 
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enting 
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molecular, as 


That can be 


than molar or 


Holmes says it should be. 


answered only from the cases, and there 


is ample room for disagreement there. 
We know that there are all kinds of in 


terstice and that some molars aré 


troublesome and are better out. But 1s 


it merely interstitial 1f the interstices 


ire created in a belief that molars are 
old fashioned and that it is time to try 


else ? 
+. As is natural, the most important 


decisions in the last two years have re 
quired the Court to consider questions 


the 


conflicting 
nf g 


‘f accommodating the interests of 


and the 





sonal 11] 


some clear and 


although 


some questionable limitations have been 


erty 


laid dowt 
5. For the most part, one can only 
speculate on the impact of the war on 


The 


the decision 


decisions of the Court. out- 


standing case is, of course, 
denying habeas corpus to the saboteurs, 
but in the absence of a formal opinion 
hat. Expressions 


he opinions in 


[ shall not deal with t 
running through most of t 
cases affecting personal liberty indicate a 
sreat awareness of the conflict between 
our democracy and totalitarian regimes 
and the sturdy determination of the 
Court to preserve basic liberties of the 
No 


have 


person. decisions adverse to such 


liberties been reached without 


sharp dissent. 











INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


Che Court has undoubtedly gone ifur- 
I l b e 1n o1V ing scope to 
he sv p oO coll powel In 
} LS Vv 312 U. 5. 100 


Court unanimously upheld the Fait 


Labor Standards Act establishing mini- 


num wages. It recognized that the mo 

ve and purpose of the act were to make 
effective congressional conceptions of 
public policy that interstate commerce 
shoul be made an instrument of 
competition for goods produced under 
substandard conditions, injurious to 


commerce and to the states, and consid- 


d the act sustainable as a restriction 

th use of commerce to perpetuate 

nf competition by substandard em- 

ployers The Court pointed out that 

Congress, under the commerce power, 

a ow the leans reasonably 

,dapted t { h they may in- 
ere ntrast ictivities. I 

id the motive and purpose 

regulations are matters of legislative 

judgment “u the « se of which 

h Constitt n pla restriction 

, vhich the courts given no 

| I 5) t contention 


lenth Amendment stood in the 


way, the Court held that it did not d 


the y to resort ft 111 means for the 
( f a granted { r which are 
ppropriate and plainly adapted to the 
mitted end.” 
hbaum v. U 7, 316 U. S 
517, it ws necessary to consider the 
f the application of the same 
The Administrator had sought 





, 


Vy it to elevator operators, fire men, 


porters and electricians in 


loft buildings, the majority of whos 
tenants were engaged in interstate com- 
The Court held, with only Mr 


Roberts dissenting, that sucl 
es were within the statutory test 


ft those who are engaged in commerce: 


the production of goods for con 

mer 

In nit Stat \ W) th u 
DY ( 315 U. S. 110, the questi 
was. whether wholly it sta ! 
mi n milk was suby¢ ( oul 

I de he \g cultu i] M rk I 
A ore Act, which autl Z¢ 
Sec vy of Agricultur ) issue ma 
keting orders fixing minimum prices t 
be paid to producers « ik, etc. 7T 
statute provided that ¢ rd shoul 
regulate handling of products which “di 

ctly burdens, obstructs, or affects it 
erstate comm«e The Court held 
unanimously that at ler against on 
who sold milk only intrastate was valid 


e commerce power includes 
the right to regulate intrastate activiti 
oe ee i ee 
which, by reason of their competition, 
affect interstate 


ad wn ite reculation 


commerce so as to breal 


ré quire us to modify 
| 


onceptions of what is beyond 


many pre 


the reach of federal power. Some com- 
mercial activity must be—but that is a 


problem on which we await fur- 


ther light. We 


now, but it 


must 
some glimmers 

that 
decisions upholding state power cannot 


have 


must be remembered 


denving federal 


ye accepted as c power 
wl en ¢ xercised. 

In Nel nv Sears Roebuck & C i 
359, and Ne 


° Tso 
‘ard, 312 U. S. 373, 


n v. Mont 
the Court 


gomery Vi 
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TITUTION. 


it an Iowa use tax might be 


4 ° — . 
nposed on mail orders sales 


e th lers were placed by Iowa 
lents with mail order houses outside 
since the mail order houses 
authorized to do anot! er type of 
the state and the tax might 
rarded as part of the price for that 
, In both cases, Chief Justice 
wnd Tustic Roberts dissented, 
' f previous decisions as 
ng a contrary holding. But the 
fied disregarding earlier 
p. 366 
QD. n | 
h, ' 
D Raed snecifi 
Hi meage 
i 1 

, th, P 


' : tay ) s is to be of 
i 
In Cal f 1a \ ] he mpson, 313 U. S. 
OY, 1 Court upheld a California 
atu uiring state licensing of all 
isportation agents since 
ngre has not expressly legislated 
ith re spect to such activities, and the 
tute, pplicable to all transportati n 
rents, did not discriminate against in 


~ 


( her hand, in Best & Co. \ 
311 | S. 454, the Cou 
I vi 1 North Carolina statute 
D i. license fee of $250 on all 
1 7 1 _ 1 
erchants displaying samples who were 


merchants, because 


it discrimi- 


Clause 


commerce in 
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favor of local competitors. The Court 
placed emphasis on the practical oper- 
ation of the statute. More difficult was 
the Court’s problem in Cloverleaf Co. v 
Patterson, 315 U. S. 148. A federal 


permitted inspection of the com 


statute | 
ponents of renovated butter, but limited 


confiscatory action to the finished prod 


uct. An Alabama statute authorized i: 


spection and confiscation of 


packing 


stock butter which was used in making 


renovated butter. The state authorities, 
who had cooperated with the 


field, 


a number of occasions 


federal au- 


thorities in this seized packing 
stock butter on 


1 1 


under the state law, and the company 


majority of the 
Mr. Justice Reed, held that 


e was invalid because 


sued to enjoin. The 


Ci Tt. by 
the Alabama statut 
conflicted wit] 


the field under the 


federal occupation of 
commerce power, 


that in such a collision the state must 
vield. Chief 
Frankfurter, Byrnes, and Murphy dis- 


that 


r 


justice Stone and Justices 


sented because they considered 


there was no evidence of an intent on 
he part of Congress to oust states from 
their appropriate sphere of regulation 


and pointed to the harmonious coopera- 


t 


ion between state and federal authori- 


ties. Ina se parate opinion, Mr. Justice 
Frankfurter said (pp. 178-9) : 


If ever there was an intrusion by this 
Court into < Congress, 
ind which it has seen fit not to enter, this 
decision is 
Court 
states but is, of 


federal 


is it. And what is worse, the 


purely destructive legislation—the 


takes power away from thx 


course, unable to transfer it to the 


pyovernment.” 


In Federal Trade Commission Vv. 


Bunte Bros., 312 U 


Court held that the Trade Com 


S. 349, a majority 
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LIBRAR) 


iniss \ct does not permit the Com 
mission to gulate purely intrastate 
iction even the ugh it has some effect on 
inte ictivities of competitors. Jus 
ces Douglas slack, at Reed dis 
The e st il teresting cases 
Aw o in Sp rtation In 
Witch 1 313 U. S. 80 
e Cou sh sed a de 

( Interstate (¢ ierce Con 

SS1o01 | | l ied in orde 
ainst discrimination to a Negro, Cot 
lea Pullman cat | go toa Jim 
Crow car in deference in Arkansas 
law quiring segregat Despite def - 
‘ence to administrati judgment in 
ithe connections. the Court here held 
‘ her S root for 
r nist 1VE ir expert judgment with 
respect pra 1 difficulties in such a 
” \ . what ] fF “ent VIEW was 

t en ( in an logous | \blem where the 

( ‘ 1c wr wld iffe state 1 ithe 
than leral auth 1es In Railroad 
Cc n of Teras Pullman Co 

312 U. S. 496. there wa suit to « 

j n orde of the lex Railroad 
Ci nm which, in effect, required 
hite duc on all trains carrving 
Pullman cars with colored porters. The 
Supreme Court reversed an injunction 
erante ] by a three-judge court on the 
rround that all efforts to obtain a ruling 
from the state courts on the propriety of 
the order under state law should first 
be exhausted before the Federal Court 


undertakes task of constitu- 


tional determinatior Then, there is 
Fd ls v. California, 314 U. S. 160, in 
7 , . © 7 
which the Court held unanimouslv that 
California statute penalizing those 
vho brought indigent persons into the 
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was invalid. 


] 
i 


state 


A majority of 


Court placed its decision under the Cor 


merce Clause as a restriction on int 


state commerce. Justices Douglas, Bla 
Murphy, and Jackson concurred in tl 
result, but on the broader ground tl 
the right to go freely from state to st: 


is a right of national citizenship, and 


Fourtcenth Amend 


1 


I 


protec l 


ment. The Court expressed no opi 
as to the power of Congress in th 
field. 

Somewhat closely allied to quest 
of commerce is the decisi s to 
scope of feck ral power over navig i 
streams in United States v. Appalach 
Electrical Power Co., 311 U.S. 377. I 
that case the Court held, in tl ace 
evidence and findings below that tl 
stream was non-navigabl fact, tha 
was navigable because it could be mad 
so by “reasonable improvements It 
discarded prior use as the proper test ¢ 
navigability and pointed out that, unde 
the test which it now applied, it S1 
essential that improvements be con 
pleted or even auth ized Tl test ap 
plied by the lower court had been tl! 


aid down in The Daniel Rall, 10 Wall 
rs : 


oop P 1 
JO le 


‘h 


wh s that a stre naviga 
in law if it is in fact The majority tool 
care of P yous decisions 1)\ S wine 
(p $04): 
‘VW raw or e nriol 
held and ipply them, th due regard to the 
lynami iture of the problem, to the pa 
ular circumstances presented the N 
River.’ 
Justices Roberts and McReynolds dis 
sented, concluding that under the test 


~ 


laid down “every creek in every state of 


the Union may be pronounced 


iC 


k 


navigable 
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nother aspect Of! the problems of 
ilism was dealt with in cases in- 
g the proper relationship of the 
ul | state courts, and this ques- 


division Two of 
unde the Federal Em 


vers’ Liability Act In the B.& 


‘aused sharp 
e cases arose 


first, 


| ul Co. v. Kepner, 314 U. S 
e question was whether an Ohio 
could enjoin the prosecution by an 

eside! n the Federal Court in 
York of a st under the Act, the 
being broad enough to 
New York. The ma 

of the Court, through Mr. Justice 
ld that such an injunction could 

be granted Mr. Justice Frank 
h Chief Justice Stone and Jus 

I { dissented, believ ng that 
eprived state courts of an 
c jurisdiction to deal with litiga 


ne stices sar 
| en t 
] 
Py 
, 
wing the Kepner case, the Court 


, ‘ ° sr? TY 


sidered, in Miles v. Illinois Central 
( _ 315 U. S. 698, whether a Ten- 
urt could restrain prosecution 
suit under the Act by a 


Missouri state court in the 


Tennessee 
ident in a 
it of the same venue provisions. The 

of the Court held that such an 
Mr. 


stice Jackson concurred in a refresh- 


junction could not be granted. 


dealing with the realities of 


opinion g 


tigation, and concluded that Congress 


ad provided that an injured workman, 


or his successors in interest, could shop 








around for the court, whether state or 


federal, believed most favorable to him. 


‘There is nothing which requires a 
tiff to whom such a choice is given to exer 
cise it in a self-denying or large-heart 


anner.” (p. 707) 


Frankfurter, Chief Justice Stone, 


Justices Roberts and Byrnes dis 


sented on the ground that the federal 
statute did not deprive state courts of 
their 


traditional equity 


enjoin harassing suits. 


writs 





the Judicial Code, providi 


of injunction granted by 
oceedings in any 
rt could enjoin 
relitigating in 
ate courts the same issues which had 
been previously decided by the federal 
A majority of the Court held 
that injunctions were 


where the 


prohibited except 
in cases injunction was to 
safeguard a res in the possession of the 


federal court, an exception which had 


1 so long recognized as to have the 
The 


of Justices Reed, Roberts, and Chief 


force of law. minority, consisting 


Stone, referring to a long line 


Justice 


of cases upholding thi enjoin 


relitigation, considered that it too had 
become engrafted on the statute and 
Mr. Jus- 


with the 


should not now be overturned 


tice Frankfurter, concurring 


majority, said (p. 140): 


“A | atevert 


urning past error 


justific ation there 1 a\ be for 
into law when reason ible 
expectations would thereby be de feated, n 

+h justification can br f 


Suc 1 ged on behalf oT 
a procedural doctrine in the distribution 





judicial power between federal and _ state 








19? LAT 


Chase Bank, 314 


U. S. 63, three years after the Supreme 


In /ndianapolis v 


Court had declined to review the juris- 
dictional question, the Court held that a 


suit should be dismissed for want of 
jurisdiction when it came up on the 
merits because a realignment of the par 
ties showed absence of necessary di- 


Justices Jackson, 
and Chief Justice 


Stone dissented, taking the view that the 


versity of citizenship. 


Reed, and Roberts 


case should be decided on its merits. 
The minority said (p. 84 
If, as the opinion intimates, the fore 
it s are thought to have been unwise 
1 g a federal j isdiction based I 
tizenship, we should think thi 
tl se s n le 1 we ld be Oo 
( es 1 withdrawal of s juris 
a he thar l th ising ce 


lurning from those cases which con- 
cern rather traditional problems of Fed- 


eralism, we shall look at the cases in- 


me 
ii 


voly individual provisions of the Con- 


stitution other than the Fourteenth 


\mendment and those concerning civil 
Or personal rights, most of which arise 
under that Amendment. 

MISCELLANEOUS CONSTITUTIONAL 


PROVISIONS 


In Hines v. Davidowitz, 312 VU. S. 52, 
a majority of the Court held that the 
Federal Alien Registration Act of 1940 


seded rendered ineffective a 


and 


Pennsylvania statute for the registration 


supt 1 


of aliens resident in Pennsylvania since 
it involved an aspect of foreign relations 
Federal Govern- 
ment is supreme. Here we find Justices 
Stone and McReynolds and Chief Jus- 


tice Hughes dissenting because they saw 


in a field where the 


no evidence that Congress regarded state 





laws as in conflict wiih its policy. 7 


minority said, at page 75: 


“At a time when the exercise of the 
eral power is being rapidly expanded thro 
Congressional action, it is difficult to ov 


state the rtance of safeguarding aga 


such 


imp 


diminution of stat power by vag 


* * a 


In United States v. Classic, 313 U. S. 
299, the question was whether Section 
19 of the 
to the 


Criminal Code was applicable 
state officers in 


ballots at a 


conduct of 


tampering with the state 


Democratic primary election at which 
Representatives-at-Large were to b 


The Court held the statute 


and that Article I, Section 2, 


nominated 
applicable 
of the Constitution, providing in sub 


stance for the people t 


; : 
the right of 


choose their representatives, covered 


primaries subsequently devised as a part 


of the electoral machinery. The Court 


pointed out that the Constitution is not 
to be read narrowly but as an enduring 


ramework of government providing fot 
the indefinite future in all the vicissitudes 
of the changing Justices 


affairs of men 
Douglas, Black, and Murphy dissented, 
considering the extension of Section 19 
as mere judicial legislation and incon 


sistent with the clarity properly requir¢ 
of criminal statutes. 


United States, 316 U. S 
interesting question 
Officers 


wall of a lawyer’s 


Goldman v 
129, involved 
Fourth 


affixed to the outside 


an 
under the Amendment. 
office a device known as a detectaphone, 
which enabled them to overhear his con- 
versations. The majority of the Court 
held that the use of evidence so obtained 
the Fourth Amendment 
overrule Olmstead v 


S. 438. Chief 


did not violate 
declined to 


277 Uz 


and 
United States, 
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approved by 
by the municipality and by th 
were 


Commission, such plans binding 


n all; and outstanding securities could 
be ansmuted into others, without the 
lers’ consent, which bore lower in 


terest rates and had later maturity dates. 


’ a a naidceeakale 

he Court pointed out that unsecured 

unicipal securities depended for valu 
e taxing power of the municipality, 


+ 


which could be taken away by the state 


It pointed out that such securities wer 
lere pape rights and that a states 


najority of the Cot howeve strucl 
lov in Arkansas statute repealing a1 
earlie statute which had assured the 


leeds under the irlier statute consti 
uted contracts and that the state’s actior 
vas invalid under the Contract Claus 
lu es Black, Douglas d Murphy 
eee , Renees tee 4 , Claus 
Inv ' forbid s a 0 protect 
he public welfare and this itute was 
ee 


a Po 
aracCtet 


ndment 


The Thirteenth Am« 


dicated in Teylor v. Georgia, 315 U.S 
25, in which Mr. Justice Byrnes, for a 
unanimous Court, held that a Georgia 


statt who obtains 


ite, punishing one 


for future services with an intent 


money 
not to serve and creating a prestimption 
of intent from failure to serve or repay, 
created a system of peonage which vio- 


lated the Thirteenth 


Amendment. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT 


A number of interesting cases were 


Amend 
Nebraska, 313 U. >. 


1e Fourteenth 
In Olsen v 


decided under t 
ment. 





85% of the 


236, the Court was able to agree t 


Nebraska statute limiting the compen 
tion of private ¢ mployme nt agen 1@s 1 


valid under the Fourteenth Amendmen 


7 J mf D+) 7 17 7 
Ribnik v. McBride, 277 U. S. 350, w 
licitl vwerriuled ti ( f mo 
explicitly © rruied, ¢ yurt l 
(p 246 
. ( t a I 
I i l le | 
( ( ] nvalid of tl ( 
uti ire S¢ S ( pub ] 
b ed < irlie é S t ( 
I \ is M tice Holn l 
l ¢ i ! i¢ id int t 
( 4 
The right of Wisconsin to tax divi 


dends declared by a foreign corporatiot 


author | to do business hat stat 
easi ) | 11 Oot earning 
from property in the state, was uphel 
: 
Ithoug e state court d described 
he tax privilege tax on transaction 
f ] rs ] P d c P 
MULSIG ( 1] state va \ ea ou 


| > $35 Pe | DS ( LS¢ \\ th 

des re] ( _ ns Te iX!1 lg pol 
_ der the Fourteent \mendmet 
was Sta x S10) {1dric] 
316 U. S. 174 Chere a i]t vy of th 
Court held tl Utah could impose deatl 


orporation held by a New York resi 
dent. certificates being kept in New York 
nd the transfer office being in New 


power to tax arose from the benefits con 
ferred on the corporation by the state 
which created it. In reaching this con- 
Court explicitly overruled 
Maine, 284 U. S. 


with 


clusion, the 
First National Bank v 
Siz. which. in 


earlier 


turn, was out of line 


Jackson and 


] 


CaSes., 


Justices 


Roberts, in an interesting dissenting 


1 


opinion which points out that the ma 
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is leaping from the frying 


| discarding one fic- 


in favor of another, exposed the 
aking whicl they thought im- 
in the Cou decision 
otl earlier tax case was over- 
Gratz v. Schmidlapp, 315 
S. 657, in which the Court held that 
( lg tax the exercise by 
decedent of a general testa 
power of appointment of which 
nee under the will of a resident 
state though the intangibles 
held by trustees under the donor’s 
of the taxing state. The Court 
ile Wachovia Trust Co. v 
272 U. S. 567, saving, “It is 
ippropriate emphasis be 
lace orderly administration of 
th blind adherence to 
fl | cedents” the case must be 
\ holding b state court that non 
S lier suit were bound 
ee as 1djudicata was held 
violate e Due Process Clause in 
} Lee, 311 U. S. 32, since 
nd opp rtunity to be heard 
] Lev 
PERSON AND CrviI_ LIBERTIES 
We 1 pass to the cases involving 
| libet and personal rights, a field 
vhich the present Court has been 
st ¢ phatic in its exercise of the cor- 
ctive process. I think we all take pride 
the Court’s implementation of the 
constitutional safeguards and ap- 
plaud the general trend of decisions. 
Whenever a majority of the Court has 
leparted from the trend, members of the 
Court have sharply pointed out the 
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deviation, No member of the Court has 
been more consistent in upholding basic 
liberties than our great and_ beloved 


Just Ct 


spoken when the Court 


Chief none has been more out- 
temporarily de- 


parted from the main current. 


ases have cleared away 
rucial writ of habeas 
rpus and hi thus facilitated the de- 
termination of questions which may be 


In Walker v. Johns- 


ie Court expounded 


‘d by that writ 


fon, Siz U. S. ai 5. tl 


proper practice, including the right of 
the petitioner to a hearing of evidence 
by the Court on questions presented by 
the petition. The Court may not dis- 
miss, if the petition states a case, without 
esting the truth o he allegations by 


This 


was again emphasized in 


testimony requirement 
Holiday v 


342, where it 


hearing 


ry a4 ' . 
Johnston, 313 U.S vas 


held that the practice of referring habeas 


‘orpus applications from dangerous 
prisoners held at Alcatraz to commis- 
sioners to take testimonv and report 


] nteutes OF ark r . 
does not satisfy the mandate of th« 


which 


testimony. 


fed- 


eral statute requires a judge to 
Prison regulations 


be 


passed on in the first instance by prison 


pass on 
providing that all legal papers must 
authorities, which had delayed applica 
tion to the Supreme Court for a writ, 
were held improper in Ex parte Hull, 
312 U. S. 546. And 
were admonished to hear claims of vio- 
lation of the Federal Constitution on 
habeas corpus in Smith v. O’Grady, 312 
U. S. 329. In Waley v. Johnston, 316 
U. S. 101, the right to have a charge 
that a plea of guilty had been obtained 


the state courts 


by threats from representatives of the 
F.B.I. heard and determined was upheld. 


mandate of the Fourteenth 


The 
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endment to provide due process to 
| was re-emphasized in Ward v. Texas, 
316 U. S. 547, where a confession, ob- 


after arrest without a warrant, 

during the course of a trip from county 

inty in which the prisoner was un- 

tant questioning and subjected 

threats of mob violence, 

mphatically held not admissible. 
exclusion of Negroes 

; held to invalidate con- 

Texas, 311 U. S. 

316 U. S. 400, 


were forcefully 


cers to 


from 


to lue process 
the merits of the 
with 
lifference in the 
similar field 
Lisenba v. Cali 


fEenova \ 
the defend 


these cases, 


219, where 
y used rattlesnakes to 


1 


f the Court, 


e the circumstances sur- 
confession prevent “fun 
| unfairness in use of evidence,” 
that there had been none in 

The Court emphasized its 

to make an independent examina- 
Jus- 


1 OF tne record in all such Cases. 


Douglas dissented be- 


es Black 


1 
| 


1use, in their view, 
! 


the confession was 
obtained In Hysler v. Flor- 
ida, 315 U. S. 411, another murder case, 
a majority of the Court, after reviewing 


yy duress 


the facts, concluded that there was no 


Florida 
nobis 


denial of due process in the 
coram 
where the that 
against the prisoner had been obtained 


Jus- 


Court’s refusal of a writ 
claim was evidence 
through promises and violence. 


tices Black, Douglas, and Murphy dis- 
sented. 


A group of picketing cases challenged 
the Court's ingenuity in making distinc- 
In dA. F. of L. v. Swing, 312 
U. S. 321, the state court had enjoined 
peaceful picketing where there was no 


tions. 


dispute between employer and employees 
but only one between the employer and a 
union. It was held that the Fourteenth 
\mendment stood in the way of suc! 
an injunction and that it prevents 
state from excluding “workingmen from 
peacefully exercising the right of free 

munication by drawing the circle of 
economic competition between employers 
and workers so small as to contain only 
an employer and those directly employed 
Chief Justice Hughes and Jus 
tice Roberts dissented. 

In Bakery Drivers Local v. Wohl, 315 
U. S. 769, it was unanimously held that 


by him.” 


a New York court could not, consistently 
with the Fourteenth Amendment, enjoin 
peaceful picketing union of the 
source of supply and customers of ped- 
dlers of bakery goods. Yet, in Carpen- 
Ritter’s Cafe, 315 U.S 
where a union picketed a restau- 


by a 


ters Union v 
722, 
rant owned by one who had hired a con 
tractor to build a structure on which the 
contractor used non-union labor, the 
Court held that the state could validly 
enjoin such picketing. The majority 
found no economic inter-dependence and 
considered that the sphere of free speech 
was confined to the area of the industry 
in which the dispute arose. Justices 
Black, Douglas, and Murphy dissented. 
viewing this result as contrary to the 
decision in the Thornhill case, which up- 
held broadly the right of peaceful picket- 
ing, and Justice Reed dissented because 
he could not reconcile the result with the 


decision in the Wohl and other cases. 








ITIONAL AND 


TITI 





rhe right of a state to restrain peace- 

picketing which was so enmeshed 

a past record of violence and threats 
to be inextricable therefrom, was up- 
ld by the majority in Drivers Union v. 
w Co., 312 U. S. 287. The 
inion pointed out that the right of free 


1 1 
nvolved an 


dow 


appeal to reason 

her than to force. But Justices Black, 
Youglas, and Reed because 
that the injunction banned 
of the industrial 


dissented 


; 
ey thought 


presentation 
and that the violence alone 
been enjoined, It is thus 
rent: that restrictions on 
ght of pe 


not made 


there are 
iceful picketing, but the 
entirely clear by these 
ecisions 
Other limitations on alleged constitu- 

il rights have been laid down with- 

lissent. In Cox v. New Hampshire, 
312 U. S. 569, it was unanimously held 


hat a statute requiring licenses for street 
’ v a valid measure to insure 
he public’s right to use the streets and, 


deed, to safeguard the places where 
And in 
315 


ivil liberties could be exercised. 


New Hampshire, 


-_— et 
Chaplinsky \ 


U. S. 568, a statute forbidding the use 
ffensive, derisive or annoying 
words” in public places was held validly 


called another a 


a “God damned 


applied to who 


Fascist” 


one 


“damned and 


racketeer.” Freedom. of 
held, 


which 


speech, the 
does not protect “fighting 
the 
They are no part of any exposi- 


Court 


words” incite to breach of 


peace 
tion of ideas and of slight social value 
as steps to truth. In Valentine v. Chres- 
tensen, 316 U. S. 52, an exhibitor of a 
in New York had sought to 
distribute handbills advertising his ex- 
hibition and, when stopped by the police, 


submarine 
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had printed a protest against the action 
of the authorities on the reverse side. 
Thus he sought to immunize his adver- 
tising matter by including matter which 
protection. 
The Court held that this was a mere 
evasion and could not serve to provide 


was within constitutional 


the immunity sought. 

Bridges v. California, 314 U. S. 252 
is a landmark among recent civil libert 
Court held 


that convictions of contempt against a 


, 


Me 


CadSCsS. 


\ majority of the 


newspaper and against Harry Bridges 


constitutional rights of 
free speech and press. The utterances 
of both dealt with matters pending in 
court and which were the subject of fu- 
The majority re- 


violated their 


ture judicial decision. 
jected a test of “dangerous tendency” 
for the measurement of the boundaries 
of permissible communication as too 
vague and, going even further than the 
Court had gone before, treated the now 
classic “clear and present danger’’ test 
as only a statement of constitutional 


minima. Justices Frankfurter, Roberts, 


Byrnes, and Chief Justice Stone dis- 
sented, considering the action of the 
majority to be mere judicial legislation 
against the long-established power of the 
courts to protect themselves against in- 
terference with unprejudiced adjudica- 
tion, The minority recognized the wid- 
est field for full freedom of criticism of 
judicial action but doubted the wisdom 
of opening pending decisions to public 
debate. It will be interesting to observe 
the consequences of this decision, for, if 
the fears of the minority are borne out, 
the difficulty of impartial adjudication 
will be increased. One wonders a little 
why the case was decided so broadly. It 
might have been quite enough to hold 








OO v 
v} Me) Rlal . 316 U S 535, lustice Stone dissented because thev telt 
gives comf ting evidence that the Court that there had been a waiver and that 
much concerned with liberty of the the dual assignment worked no re 
Y mind. There the Court — prejudice \ different problem is pre 
Oklahon i Sl ute provid \ i ¢ LIM tha ( 111 e] <] uld | 
( of habitual criminals ed he State Court In / 
e def stl ho had be Brady. 316 UU. S. 485. a Marvie 
, e f aa rt had refus Dr ‘ nes 1 f 
pitude, C crim digent defendant in a robbery « 
\ eC ¢ ( includ 9 he ( ent | ] t\ if r 
Ol] — h certain he trial S RBtaeee te one fark 
ere \V St embezzle ie undamental fairne ( clude 
7 ) 3 Court thought denial did not violate the Di 
boo ; 7 1 } | 1 1p Pro C) tise It pointed « 4? +} 
1 lout that there Fourteenth Amendment cannot be 1 
’ + WT ¢ t eugenics C rol 1? ( ' ? eT cit 


| t legal ctions whicl larante of the Sixt] While lack ¢« 
he ] | 1 hye th se 1 111 el t mie encec n reé 11] 
“ ae ry ( ef Tus ° at ] Tu ] lo due D cess. the matoriti d ] 
e | con 1 | on ground not feel that the Fourteenth Amendmen 
f due 1 , es £ the view that the imposed on all of the te requiré 
’ de ately f ndivic nt hat counsel he prov led in 17 
Is Op unity to sl that tl The Court examined the const 
were not proper « f erilizatiot utional and legislative pro ns in the 
Mr. Justice Jackson said rious states and pointed to the wid 
F i ais | variatior reflected Justice slack 


4 V T I nN may Cc | lv \ 
1, 1 nerim it tl expense +1 P view that the Sixt \me nd nent C 
1 ¢ = ral 

VW . * * ® to be regarded S ncorpotl ed in the 

: Fourteent! Further, the minority felt 

The right to counsel in criminal cases — that a practice cannot be reconciled with 
vas the subject of extended considera- common and fundamental ideas of fair- 
tion in two decisions, which contrast the ness and right “which subjects innocent 
Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments. In men to increased dangers of conviction 


Glasser v. United States, 315 U. S. 60, merely because of their poverty” and 


“e 


n aj rity of the Court held tl at, in a anv other practice seems to me to de- 


onspiracy case in the federal court, it feat the promise of our democratic so 
vas a denial of counsel in violation of ciety to provide equal justice under tl 
the Sixth Amendment to assign counsel law.” In view of the fact that the Court 


for one defendant to represent another, has increasingly recognized the extension 
he circum of the Fourteenth Amendment to include 
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by evidence or to substitute their own 
inferences for those which the Act leaves 
the Board to draw Such a result was 
reached in N.L.R.B. v. Link-Belt Co., 
1 U. S. 584, after an elaborate review 
the eviden \ less elaborate review 


was necessary In | { tf M.v Lab r 


Board, 311 U. S. 72, where the Court 
ipplie he two-court findings rule to 
indings | e Board approved in the 


C.C.A. It would seem that we have now 
iched a point in the administration of 
, | 


no longer be 


necessa;&ry for the Su reme Court to be 


burdened with detailed review of evi 
dence before the Board in order to cor- 
ect interme lia e error C)f course there 
ll probably continue to be important 
questions as to the scope of the Act 
hich n equire consideration of tl 
S f tl re disposed o 
the last two tern In H. J. Heine 
V.L.R 311 U.S. 514, the Cour 
held that the Board might properly con 
clu tha efusal ti gn a written 
lective bargaining agreement with a 
uni 1 refusal to bargain collec- 
tively and an unfair labor practice undet 
the Act. Differences in the Court devel 
oped ver other decist ns by the Board 
In Pittsburgh Glass Co. v. N.L.R.B., 
313 U. S. 146, a majority affirmed the 
right of the Board to decide, on the 
evidence which it had re ed, that the 
appropriate bargaining unit was not a 
single plant lustices Stone. Roberts. 
ind Chief Justice Hughes dissented, 
however, believing that the Board had 


xcluded relevant evidence offered by 


jin semtnes, witoceh facnead di 


inion wh favored the single plant 


unit; and the dissenting opinion em- 
irtant right 


proceeding 


OURNAI 


is to have the administrative 


all evidence which might afi 


1 


cise of discretion by _ th: 
V L R B V Express Publis 


U. S. 426, the majority 


} ] 
body re 


. 
rect the exe 
it body 

SS. ° 1 
hing ( 3] 


held that 


order prohibiting all violations of the Act 


was too broad where the findings re 
merely as to failure to bargain 
tively in good faith. Apparently tl 
criticism of the scope of the order 
raised sua sponte by the Ljorit ] 
ces Douglas, Black and Reed dissent 
because in their view ippropriat 
remedy should be left t pert admit 
trative judgment. In Southern S.S. C 
Labor Board, 316 U. S. 31, Mr. Jus 


r , . oa treet . 
ice Byrnes, speaking fo 


the Court, directed the modification of an 


order of the Board by striki 
ne! iInstatement ] 
‘ | | 1 
id engaged in a strike on | 
nN port al whose dui 
utiny under federal statut 
ority pointed out that tl 
unde al obligat 1 TO ACE 
Views r & ngre Xp! 
itiny statute to its view 


sented 
Perl aps the most fal re 


of the decisions und 


Phelps Dodge Corp. v. N 


U.S.177. A majority of the 


if/?@ \ 
that under the Act. the 


require a company, whic 


to employ persons never bh 


company’s employ because « 


activity, to hire such persot 
» | 


back wages from the date of 


their earnings in other em 
] 
any wilful loss. Justice Sto 


Justice Hughes dissented 
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f refusal | 
y] 
ne and Ch 


being of 


} 
VeSsSé 


ovment and 


P 1 
ca 


na 


( 
1 
fie¢ 

1 

Ceci 

¢ 

1 

17 
haa) 


ess 


ief 


the 




















CONSTITUTIONAL AND 


V 





that the Act does not authorize the 


to compel instatement with back 


never employed by the 


to those 


ther decisions a majority of the 


isized the view that there 


administrative action 


review 


wav to. judicial 


1 Y« ept open In Cudahy Pack 
( ] umd, 315 U. S. 357, the 
( eld that under the Fair Labor 


a irds Act the Administrator may 
egal the power to issue sub 
s du cum even though the Ac 
es thordinates the power of 
tiga he ortance of safe 
1ards for the use of subpoenas without 
i Ipervision Was idverted tr 
] co 1) uglas Bl CK, Byrne Ss. and 
sented, concluding that the 
te ue subpoenas by subordinates 
plicit in the delegation to them « 
( ( investigation And the 
vy asserted that it was enough for 
A Aenine 1 1 


acca, te a 
strat ay down genera 


tal d iT Is of subpos na procedure, that it 
burdens¢ Ime for hi 


nduls m to 


ve to consider 


and issue them himself, 


ind that the requirement that he do so 


would leave him no time to dischargs 

s other responsibilities under the Act 
It was pointed out that in one year six 
thousand subpoenas had been issued. In 


lassen PP ley ‘7 ~ ANNA -¢ 
omard Kadiv \ €omn Ission, 


Court 


upheld the right of a reviewing court to 


316 U. S. 4, a majority of the 


sfatus quo 


the 


tav to preserve the 
order of 
Justices Douglas and 

And in Columbia 


Unit d States, 


pending appeal from an 
Commission 


disse nted. 


Murphy 
Broadcas 
316 U. S 
that 


} 


ting System v 


107, a majority of the Court 


held regulations with respect to 


roadcasting promulgated by thi 
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yf ee eviewable 


constituted an order 
under Justices 


Section 402 of the Act. 
and Douglas dissented, con 


cluding that no review was permitted of 


administrative action short of an order, 


however might affect business in- 
- 


@e@TeSTS 
consistent emphasis on 
eedom of administrative action from 
udicial terference in the opinions of 
ul ces Bl ck il d Dor {’ and the 
occasional adanerence tf the ime V1Iew 
by some of the other Justices, may well 
be significar the futur That view 
even went so far in JM v. Higgins, 


ol + ; 1 1¢ T 
Douglas dissented fr ity opit 
; ; 
mina tax case or ground that the 
I n constructi the taxing 


ulministrative interpr That ther 
re limits, howeve ndicated in their 
lissenting opinion with ] ce Murphy 
1G qd ( Wviad ( ] } a Stat - 
316 U. =. 74, where tl biected té " 


presumption applied by an ad 
body which they felt 


granted by Congre 


Turning now from the views of the 
administrative 
look for 


I have 


Supreme Court on_ the 
process, it is 
devel 


been unable to 


appropriate to 


ypments in our own state. 


find any decision by the 
Court of Appeals in this field in the last 
two years which requires special mention 


ground 


_ , 
because it plow ( d new I here 1S 


one development in our state which de 
serves special mention. Several months 


bert M. 


Benjamin published his report on the 


o, Moreland Commissioner Re 


ag 


rocess this state, 


\dministrative P 
based upon a three-year study which he 


and his counsel, Francis H. Horan, had 











URNA] 


add nothing to it 


+} 


le s1 












+ ] 7." + ) os aaond . yy? 
fine objec vy, analyzes the ightly written that a summary wou 
; , 
f administrative justice, it almost impossible. I can make no be 
- } ( : md 7 | ' . stra} { t ow than t W38cCveCt 
| ( Ss, and makes contribution to you than to sugg 
mmendation for change. I can you read the report 
, >i ‘| two 
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ERIALS AND METHODS OF LEGAL R 
. ae . 6/3 PP. $: 


I> 


ards of 


Law Reports Annotated, for 
even in this catalog there ar¢ 
about the 


Any 


information 


idexes and supplements 


<ing in a small library who has 


he stacks of cards which come 
he Library of Congress for 


one mentioned above, 


as tne 


Citators, can- 


rters or 


to question the value of 


bibliographical information. 


e making of some simplified 


~ 


project for the future. 


talog 1s a welcome aid in many 
ne of them are: serving as an 


headings and author 


subrect 


ion of the lawyer and law 
his professional literature is 
unique in that the books in his 
ve not only the usual functions 
uides and commentaries, 
material and his 


is well. Because of 


plex structure of the common law 


tatute law, 


further complicated 


ents of the rule of stare de- 
é ( OT the law 1s itself 
beyond that of any other pro 


ting detailed guides to 


tion and use. This is so much 


that most law schools offer 
he use of law books. 
profession has been pecu- 


ite in its bibliographers, who 

from very early times a 
repositories of information 
law books and their use. In 
field, 


o-American Professor 


late rials and Mi th ds of Legal 


Tue Leoist, News-Letter of the 
Association of Greater New York, Dec., 
irtesy of the editor, Mr. Raymond C. 


ESEARCH, 
#.50.* 
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entries, both governmental and_ indi- 


Library of 


vidual; and furnishing the 1 


Congress card numbers as an aid in 
ordering cards. 

The catalog constitutes the second of 
three publications in the field of law 
cataloging to be produced by the mem- 
bers of the staff of Columbia University 
Library. The third is soon to 


\V hen it dot 


law 


appear*. s, this library will 


have given to the profession a set of 
cataloging aids second to none in any 


field. 


Columbia University. 


By Frederick C. Hicks. Third 


Research occupies a position which is 
little less than that of a natural monop- 
oly; Hicks is standard equipment in any 
working law library. 

that this should be 
the Dean of law 
Yale 


School, is a lawyer of deep scholarship, 


It is not strange 


true. Professor Hicks, 


librarians, and librarian of Law 
with a broad and varied library experi- 
ence dating back to 1898 and the Library 
of Congress. Furthermore, he is an 
articulate, practiced writer, to whom rig- 
orous research and lucid expression seem 
second nature. With such a background 
it is only natural that his Materials and 
Methods, in 1922, set a 


which, in this reviewer’s opinion, for all- 


new standard 


round scholarly excellence and complete- 
ness has not been equalled. One may 
feel, as the reviewer does, that this sec- 
tion of one book or that chapter of an- 
other excels Hicks in realistic approach 
or as a practical guide to a specific topic, 
but Hicks is the touchstone by which all 
With the possible exception 


are tested. 











] 


f Chapter X\ 
ve Biblioes ip! 


II, ‘“‘Search Books, Illus 
hical Problems.” A/a 


Qilad i tj 1S 1s not 


in general a 


nechanical manual to aid in the use of 


specialized law books. In spite of its 


title, methodology is by no means its 
strong p and in this respect it is 
f+ —) ] ° +1 . > = . > 
often excelled by other guides to law 
books and their us Perhaps some 
ther manuals are better suited for 
eaching students. But for a complete 
nd scholarly treatment of the funda- 


\nglo-American legal bibli- 


ography as a whole, Hicks still leads. 
. +1, ] +1 4%. nen he 
I ( ore ven though the third ed1- 
has omitted the extensive bibliog 

] and article - uy 

1y of books and articles about law 


ks, and the checklist of bar associa- 


, , 
whhogran! 


pro eS s hographical sec 

41 4 
is the first source to consult for 
nformation about most of the material 
covere | librarian or law student 
can the answer to his bibli- 

; a ot 
graphical problem in Hicks has a difh 

It one indeed. 


Though this reviewer sometimes finds 
Ce ee ae ets oe 
riickKS rather dimcuilt reading (for ex- 


If and III of the first 
| Change in Law; 
Predic- 


tion) he is always grateful at the end for 


ind on Change, Certainty and 


having had the benefit of the author’s 


learning and thought, and invariably 
emerges the richer for the experience. 
Materials and Metl fs 1n its hrst two 
editions is too familiar to the readers of 
this periodical O require extensive ex 


position here, and with the exception of 


ne omission ot 


the two bibliographical 
sections mentioned above and the inclu- 
three new or enlarged chapters 


sion of 


(on administrative agencies, loose-leaf 


and other services, and brief writing and 
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the third edition is 


oral argument ) 

second edition brought to date. Ever 

though this has resulted in little apparent 

change in text, except an occasional new 

paragraph or longer summary, those wh 
had 

teaching material in this field since 1933 


have constantly to rework the 


will realize the enormous task involve 
The new bibhographical material is pa 
ticularly valuable, and though one misse 
the old 


Hicks’ collaborators 1) this sectior the 


familiar names of Professor 


new ones have taken over ably 


Noteworthy is the new twenty-pagt 


chapter on administrative agencies, wit] 


its suggestion for a new digest devote 
to the reports of decisions of these agel 
cies, which are so inadequately cared for 


} 
I 


in existing digests. Supplementing 
Grace W. Bacon has included in Appet 
dix III, American Law Reports (a new 
feature), reports of federal and state ad 
ministrative tribunals. ttention should 
be called here also to Miss Bacon’s revi 
Il) of Miss Forgeus’ 
| he list 
has been rearranged and expanded some- 


what, additions in the Indian and South 


sion (Appendix 


List of British Law Reports. 


African sections being particularly sig 
nificant. The List of Anglo-American 
Legal Periodicals in Appendix IV, com 
Yale 


Law Library, expands the Elsie Basset 


piled by Pauline E. Gee, of the 
editions of the 
the 


births and deaths of legal periodicals as 


lists in the first two 


manual by incorporating lists of 
published annually in the Law Liprary 
JouRNAL, and additional titles. This is 
an invaluable reference tool the 
order librarian. Chapter XVII, “Search 
Books,” lists 
government documents. Chapter XVIII, 


tor 


contains and indexes of 


“Using a Law Library,” is largely re- 























LETTER FROM 


en al scusses at some length the 
ry of classification 

Of considerably less interest to the 
brarian than some of the omitted 
erial is the new Part II, Appeal 
Brief Writing and Oral Argu 
Professor Hicks has included the 
text of the report the decision in 
IR oad v. Tompkins (304 U.S 
+), as well as the brief of appellant on 
ese he refers 1n various 
oh the book and they are 
tive material in the chap 
‘ writing. In this connection 
remembered that this manual 
( or s nt as well as library 

| 1 ( 1) W ( 
some future author of a 
this kind superpose upon Pro 
Hicks’ scholarly discussion of 
id periodicals a comprehensive 


1f how these invaluable tools 


moO 7 
i I 


SULY i}! jumerous 


LETTER FROM 


[o THE MEMBERS OF THE ASSOCIATION : 
\s P 


regret Ol! 


resident, I wish to express the 
the American Association of 
iw Libraries in accepting the resigna- 


f Miss Helen Newman as Editor 


of the Law Liprary JOURNAL, and to 
extend to her the thanks and apprecia- 
on of all its members for her excellent 
service. Miss Newman has edited the 
Law LiprAry JouRNAL for the past 


eight years. During that time, she has 


1 unstintingly of her time and talent 


ike it a publication of which the 
\ssociation may be proud. Under her 
reful guidance, it has developed from 
small quarterly journal published in 
conjunction with the INDEX to LEGAL 


PERIODICALS to a bi-monthly periodical. 





THE PRESIDI 


ence problems in the law library. That 
lias nowhere been adequately done 


It 
the 


would be difficult to overestimate 


impact of Professor Hicks and his 


Materials and Methods upon the law 
library profession, and through it, upon 
the practice of law. Always an en- 
thusiastic and uncompromising pro- 


tagonist, he practices what he preaches, 

| does his best to spread the gospel 
Ot ¢g od s ice through knowledg ol 
law bo ind their use His influence 
must be comparable to that of Dewey in 
general library work, and this latest edi 
tion maintains his high prestige. On 
can but regret that of late years Pro 
essor Hicks has been seen but little at 
lai brarv gatherings, where his fearless 
cisive discussions formerly did so 
much to enliven these meetings and 
make them worthwhile 

Mites O. Pri 

Columbia Universi Law Libra 


THE PRESIDENT 


[ am sure that all of us recognize that 
much of the success which the Associa- 
tion may claim for the JOURNAL is due 
to her efforts. 

The Executive Committee has ap- 
pointed Miss Jean Ashman as the new 
Editor of the JournaLt. Miss Ashman 


has taken over a difficult task at a diffi- 
cult time, and I hope that she will receive 
the full cooperation of every member. 
The Association is very fortunate in her 
For all 


best of success as 


acceptance of the appointment. 
of us, I wish her the 
the new Editor. 
Sincerely, 
BeRNITA J. Lone. 
esident, American Association 


of Law Libraries. 
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New Appointments Burling, Kublee, Acheson & Short 


ARTHUR C. PULLING has resigned as Washington, D. ( 


ibrarian of the Law School of the Uni- ER 


N PoLLock 1s now with the Off 
versity of Minnesota to accept a position Dp lanini 
I of Price Administration in Was t 
g administrative head of the Harvard 
t adm s LT1\ nead Of tie arvard 1] f ] f 
EL s formerly lbrarian for ( 
| | —_ my . 
Schor Library Che Autumn aT 
; t Hay Podell & S I 
1942 issue ot The Docket contains an , 
) x 
eresting ount « S we n buile 
| 1 
4 ( iry at Minnes 


Leaves of Absence 


: HARD | THWING succe 7 Nii ] 
NICHARD | LHWING succeeded M LirL1AN McLaurin, on leave 


7 ibsence as law librarian of the Univer 
[ vers since the ] aie ¢ () yi ve . -_ , , 
, ' 1 } | sity of W msi rie 1s witn§ the 
H librarianship of the av ; 
: N onal \\ ! | ibe 1 B ird as Tie ( 
» or ¢ Ve ( sbu — , 
their mediato His work is nov 
O take 1s ) P x " ‘ 
closely connect with the Conciliatio: 
) \ p 4] . Cl, Tees ae ol 
RicHARD M. WELLING of the Law Service of the Department of Lal 
S e Univers Virgi 


w be addressed as Captain. He is Meeting of the Carolinas Chapter 


1) LARD re (SARD kt ‘. ( ( 
| T 
( riottes ¢ FRANCES FARMER 1S | 4 
e | olit is ( pte repo! s the mee 
now asic ' » Library ; cher 
g Ol e. Chapt on Or Z MmtZ 
( r | \ ‘ \ 7 l She Vas 
Supreme | 1 
librariat | U1 . of Rich "er na: ANT] , 
Raleigh. Vliss Carrie Vicleat ( hair 
7 1 
mot MarGARET VAN Cise, formerly -. 1 I S 
man of the Vorth Carolina ir A 1a 
libra f the Lamar School of : 1; 
: tion Committee on Law Librarie 
Emory University, Georgia, is also 


cussed the services to lawyers which the 


— pretty chapter has rendered. They include 
University of \ Irginia 66 1.49 4 “1 : 1 4] ‘ e 
model” law libraries and the lending of 


ELIZABETH FINLI . who was librarian books to lawy¢ rs throughout the state 
for Root. Clark, Buckner & Ballentine President Lucile Elliott and others spoke 


history and activities of the 


of New York City, has resigned to on the 
accept a position as librarian and office chapter and those in New York and the 
manager for the firm of Covington, District of Columbia and pointed out 


bond 
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Dr. Stiefel Addresses New York 


. . ) ww ‘ 4 
P a ? Ln ) 
Law Librarians 24-28, 1941 
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1e to st 
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( could be given such < admiralty wyers, entitl Har’ 
if lat e check lists of Liffect upon the Validity lutstandi 
( LS al bat iSsSO it1o! 1 } I) uUran / 
7 : Bar Association Announces 
I. LUMPKIN, Assistant > a 
Publication 
‘ t f \ rth ( rolit ] r\A 
lild | | He INTER-AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIA 
: Vi1ic e¢ Loc iW 
a ae A N innounced the torthcoming 
. t t , ‘ las = nt ao 
\I Wo ld (sulley | \\ I wi y i ( ntamMinyg 
; | ; thre ore r oF 101 f the 
es i¢ 
r) : \«¢ t10n } \1 ( 1O4) nd the 
I eedings the | t Ton ence of 
e As ! Havan ir’ 


cation will be of particular 
ents Of cComparallve LW < 
e working in the field of 
elal ‘ 
ed edition is being pub- 
eSII ( place orders 
e Int American Bat 
S ern Building, Wasl 
[he price 1s $3.00 for 
glish text; both f $5.00 


Association Index 


fact it the Index to Bar 
Proceed 9 | s beet con 
nay v be procured fro 
his & Co., whose advertise 
> elsew re in this issue 
le work satisfies a long-felt 
ould have wide distributiot 
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Association 


The 


all those whose painstak 


it possible, particularly the 
A, Dooley, 


Massachusetts 
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Latthew Bender, 


1942, 750p. $5. (A hand- 
k on legal credit union operation.) 
e, Harold B Massachusetts prac- 
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comp 


e manual. Revised through 1941-42 ses- 
1 of the legislature. Cambridge, Mass., 
inker & Tradesman Pub. Co., 1942. $2 
G. M. The new county court pro- 
ire 2d ed London, The Solicitors’ 
iw Sta é Society, 1942. 179p. 15s 
umandre Piero A eulogy of judges 
[Translated by John Clarke Adams and C 
Abbe }?] Ir. Princeton, N. J., Prince 
1 Univer Pre Announced. 100p. (?) 
$2 (“A satiric discussion of the fotbles of 
( i ession by a jurist of Flor 
t Ins iol Report « 
‘ Ce I ce ttees of superior court 
es, p ition and parole officers, youth 
é i ority, and the state depart 
nt f institutions on delinquency and 
Sacramento, The Dept., 1942 
7op. Free 
ipman, H. E. Law relating to the market 
and sale of medicines. H. Burt, 1942 
$2.25 
eSW |. Principles of mercantile law 
ed. | n, Stevens & Sons, Ltd., 1942 
In. $2.40 
i ud? trative code, general ord 
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Direct Finance, City Hall, 1942 
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Indian limitation act. 2nd ed All India 
Report Ltd., 1941-42. 3v. $15 
ty, R. M. Willes. Ontario annual prac- 
e 1942. Toronto, Canadian Law List Pub 
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1 George Luther Brief survey of the 
law. Cincinnati, Johnson & Hardin Co., 528 
Walnut St., 1942. 384p. $5 


liam Francis. The soul of the law 


Boston, Bruce Humphries, Inc., 1942, 582p 


$4 (Essays on the principles of jurispru 
Ba 
Gel os ; 


S., and Warren, Clyde T 
Shakespeare and_ the 
Elizabethan drama. Baltimore, Johns Hop 
kins Press, 1942. 346p. $3.50 

Joseph R. Gilbert’s criminal 
state of New York 
N. Y., Matthew Bender, 1942 
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property in 


law 
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logical and 


Cambridge, 
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University Press, 
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State 
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Council of Governments Securities 


regulation in the 48 states. Chicago, The 
Council, 1313 E. 60th St., 1942. 57p. $.50 


st and the un- 
1942 


The ju 
Brace & ¢ 


ozzens, James Gould 


t. N.Y 


jus Harcourt, O., 
$2.50. (Story of a community during a 


murder trial, with a considerable emphasis 


law 


ar ernational protection of axis vic 
tims and revindication of their property 
rights (the juridical position of citizens of 


New York, New York 


cccupied countries ) 
University Scho of Law, 1942. 42p $1 
( ( te oral! | Pat phlets, Interna 
yal Law Seri z 
Dempewolff, Richard. Famous old New En- 


infamous 
1942. 


lers and si are 


te pl en Dave 


Press, 


293p $2 50 

Denman, D. R Tenant-right valuation; in 
historv and modern \T tice Cambridge 
i y and 1 rn practi ambridge, 


$3.60 
national labor con- 


W. Heffer & Sons, 


Dillon, Conley Hall 


Ltd., 1942 
Inter 


270p 


ion and revisior 


ventions: Their interpretat 
Chapel Hill, N. C., University of N. C 
Press, 1942. 272p. $3 

Divanji, R. B. P. ¢ Bombay agricultu 
debtors relief act, 1939, as amended. Bom 
bay, N. M. Tripathi & Co., 1942. $3.50 


James L. Lecture notes on the law of 
accounting. New York, Kings Crown Press, 
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Duke University School of 
the fiscal year 
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Free 
H 


Lond Tl, 


sp 
finger- 


1942 


An 


Butterworth 
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prints 
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Dymond, Robert. Death duties. 9th ed. Le 
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East, W. Norwood. The adolescent criminal. 
\ medico-sociological study of 4,000 male 
London, J. & A. Churchill, 


Emplovee relations in the Publ 

port by the committee on employee relations 
Gordon R. Clapp, 
, 1313 East 60th St., Chicago, Civil 
Service Assembly of the U. S. of America 


. : " 
»ervice Re 


ind Canada, 1942. 266p. $3 
te | 5s M Marriage laws in the 
I ind the Talmud. Cambridge, Mass., 


Harvard Univeritv Press. 1942 370p $3.50 


Harvard Semit re te) 


Farjeon, Jeffersor The judge sums up. In 


dianapolis, Bobbs-Merrill Co., 1942. 294p 


Fesler, umes W The independence of state 
regulatory agencies Chicago, Public Ad- 
nistration Service, 1313 E. 60th Street, 

42 $1.50. (Pub. no. 85.) 
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ome taxatior New York, Harper & 
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lorida. Revised statutes of Florida. Anno- 
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prior editions. ) 

Florida statutes revision 1941. Tallahassee, 
Statutory Revision Dept., 1942. 2v. $13.50 
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tudy in the development of international 
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York, Harper & Bros., 1942. 380p. $3.75 
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Gard Dillard S., ed Condensed catalog 

he Supre Court library of the state 

N Car Raleigh, Editor, Su 
preme Court Librar 1942 47p Free 

Medical jurisprudence and 


toxicology. 7th ed. Edinburgh, E. & S 
Livingstone Publis] ers, 1942 671p 28s 
Goldstein, Irving and Shabat, Dr. L. Willard 


Medical trial technique. Chicago, Callaghan 
& Co., 1942. 846p. $12 


and other Law relating to 
. ‘ y nNerscor 2d ed Lon- 
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volumes 51-55. Cambridge, Mass., Harvar 


Hazlitt, Henry 
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$3.75 
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ser, Albany, N. Y., Matthew Bender & Co., 


Cleven- 


City) Charter and administrative 


I ( 
de, 1942 Albany, New York, Williams 
Py | 1942 26001 Pre pub $15 
(Pocket part supplementation. ) 


Orlow Abrar 
ican citizenship: Federal judicial decisions 
New York, National Council on Naturaliza- 
tion and Citizenship, 29 Washu 
West, 1942. $0.15 

Orlow, Abra Manual on 
citizenship in the U. S. 4th ed 


published, 1942. 40p. $1. 


Acquisition and loss of Amer 


xton Squart 
acquisition ot 


Privatel 


Governmental responsi 
15 University 


Peterson, Orville C 


bility for torts in Minnesota. 


Butterworth & 


League of Minn 


216p. $2.25 


Library, Minneapoli 
Municipalities, 1942 
Pierson, Frank C. Collective ainin 
tems. Washington, American Cou 
Public Affairs, 1942. 227p. $2.50 
Pollard, James E., ed. Index of the publ 
laws of the 48 states y]y 
Ohio, Ohio State University, 1942. 2v. $1 
Pollock, Sir Frederick. Principles of contra 
lith ed. by P. H. Winfield. Lond S 


& Sons. Ltd 1942 603 32? 6 


notice 


codes. Eugene, Oregon, University of | 
gon Bureau of Municipal Researcl 
Service, 1942. 21, 





ry 2 $28 

Potthoff, Edward F. Examinatio ( 
tract law courses. Urbana, Ill., Univer 
of Illinois, 1942. 1001 Free (Ur 
Illinois, Studies in Higher Education, N 
2.) 

Price, Miles O., comp. A catalog ral 
librar f 15,000 volumes. New York, ( 
lumbia University, School of Library S 
ence. 1942. 3{ 5p $15 

Ranking, D. F. deL’h., and other Right 
ind duties of liquidators, trustees, and 
ceivers. 20th ed. London, Sir Isaac Pitmar 


1942. $3.60 
Ratner, Sidney American taxatiot N. Y 
} 


W. W. Norton & Co. 1942 


Shlp 
5614 


Research in judicial administratior 
line of suggested topics. 726 Jackson Pla 
Washington, Committee on Public Admin 
tration, 1942. 89p. $.75 

Revenue act of 1942 with explanation ar 


federal tax charts New Yorl Haskins & 
Broadway, 175p $1. 





Rhyne, Charles $ ys for municy 
ities, municipal agencies, officers and e1 


ployees—their employment, duties, 


status and compensation as define 
Washington, 


Law Officers 


official 
by court 
Institute of Municipal 
33p $2 


dex isw1i0ns 


Protection of coasta 
New 
1942 


Stefan A 
fisheries under 
York, 
296p ¢? 


Rie Se nfe Id, 
international law 
Columbia University Pre 


Jesse La Fayette. Magistrates’ 
1 N 


Rogers, 
ual and legal adviser. 7th ed. Nashvill 
Tenn., Marshall & Bruce Co., 401-407 
Twelfth Avenue, S., 1942. $7.50 

Rosenberg, Robert R. Ameri 
New York, Gregg, 1942. 


man 


an business law 
640p. $1.80 
Schaffter, Dorothy State 


N. Y., Columbia 


housi avel ( 


University Press, 1942 








S| y { ( Bibliography pp. 691-808 in- 
stitutional amendments, bills, stat 

es, appropriations, reports, decisions.) 
Ethel. Recreation and delinquency. 
ny selected Chicago commu- 
( 4 Chicago Recreation Com 
: 0 N. LaSalle St., 1942. 284p 

Price ? 








Cliff I McKay, Henry D 
ven lelinquency and urban areas; a 
( lelinquents in relation to 
‘ racteristics of local commu 
\merican cities. Chicago, Univer 
ty of ( igo Press, 1942. 45lp. $4.50 
Laurence P. Cases on suretyship 
St. Paul, West Pub. Co., 1942. 53lp. $5.50 
ir, Robert O., and Palmer, Benjamin W 
w: with social and personal ap 
plicat New York, McGraw-Hill Book 
1942. 491p. $2.50. (A textbook.) 
kinner, C. William, ed. Landlord and tenant 
Te ase London, The Estates 
Gazette, Ltd., 1942. 72p. 7s. 6d 
. B.R., « New York laws affecting 
s C | a annotated 23d ed 
Y., United States Corporation Co., 1942 
¢?) 
J Jr The War®r damagt (al end 
t, 1942. London, Jordan & Sons 
1942, 72p. 5 
n. C. R. Supreme Court procedure 
Rock, Ark., The Author, P. O. B 
1942. 85p. $4.25 
let M. Questions and answers 
contract 2d ed. London, Sweet & 
vell, Lt 1942. 189p. $1.45 
Emil McKee The Kentucky poor 
92-193 Chicago, The University of 
Pre 1942. $1.50. (A monograpl 
] orical background of the poor! 


with forms 
undamentals of Ohio juris 


Frank C 


Judge Joseph R Treatise 


lence. 29th ed. rev. by Ley- 


John C. C. P. A 


law questions and 


\ i 
answers, 1935-41. N. Y., Ronald Press Co., 
42, $4. (Questions of the Board of Ex- 
amine American Institute of Account- 
I at documents of human liberties. 
Chicago, Normandie House, 1942. 65p. $2 
(Reprints of the Magna Charta, Declara- 
1 of Independence, and U. S. Constitu- 

t10n. ) 

Thurston, Henry Winfred. Concerning ju- 





CURRENT LEGAL PUBLI( 








ITION 


venile 


rogressive 


New 


changes in 


York, Columbia 


delinquency ; 


our perspectives 





University Press, 1942. 246, $2.7 

| illotson, Lee S The article of war an 
notated Harrisburg, P The Military 
Service Pub. Co., 1942. 266p. $2.50 

lopl , Hon. Judge. Palmer’s company law. 
17th ed. London, Stevens & Sons, Ltd., 
1942. 720p. 30s 

lopical index to national constitutior Phil- 


At erican Ac 
Science, 1942. $1 


Jame P; 


Politi 
(Pamphlet 
pamphlet 


adelphia, The ademy of 
cal and Social 
[ tten-Rowe 
series. ) 


law dec 


I S Supret e ( irt business sions, 
1941-1942 Chicago, Commerce Clearing 
House, 1942. 273p. $1 

The Utah code annotate 1, 1943 Chicago, 
Callaghan & Co., 1943 OV SA 

Virginia and West Virginia Digest. 1729 to 
date. St. Paul, West Pub. Co., Announced. 
20v. $200. (Pamphlet digests and cumula 

cl are $10 


per year.) 


actical hints on draft 
on, Butterworth & Co., 
205p. $3.60 


irren, Edward H. Spartan education, Ca 


Dr ler Mass The Riverside Press, 1942 
$2. (An autobiography.) 
Warren, Georg Traffic courts. Boston, Lit 


tle, Brown & Co., 1942. $4. (Published for 
the National Conference of Judicial Coun- 
ls, Fourth book of the Judicial Adminis 





Watson. John A. ] The ¢ 1 and the mag 

¢ , Le , Tonathan ( ape Ltd.. 1942 
207p 10s. 6d 

Weinberg, Roy D. Attorney-jr. legal assist 


ant. New York, 
Arce 
Bernard Dov. Jewish emancipation 
{ Its legal 


Arco Pub. Co., 1942. 120p 

$1.50 ( Civil Service series. ) 

Weinryb, 
under a recession until the 

New York, The American 
Jewish Committee, 1942. $.25. 

Welling, Rich: As the twig is bent. New 
York, Putnam’s Sons, 1942. 309p. $3. 
(Autobiography of a New York city lawyer 
and leader of the National Self Government 
Committee which he founded.) 

Wheare, K. C. The statute of Westminister 
and Dominion status. 2d ed. London, Ox- 
ford University Press, 1942. 344p. $2.40 

Who writes what? Cincinnati, National Un- 
derwriter Co., 420 E. 4th St., 1942. 128p 
$2.50. (A compilation of the various types 


tack 
present war 
95p. 
ard 
























ly Conies are lable f lLansi 
FOR SALE 
f print W1 Session Laws GILson G. GLAsIER, Librariai 
53.00 eacl Wisconsin State Library 





3306p 


\f | | : 
rk Hi K - son T. Woods, M. C. T.. War damage legislatior 
Xm Com At I U state of \ tralia London, Butterworth & ( 
Portla U1 evel 1942, $3 
La P ( _ 1942 6 Pre-pub 4 ‘ 
$8 $10 Worley, John S. An introductory outlins 
is A . ae pA public utility regulation. Ypsilanti, M 
A Leading cases on crimina , | . OA? 11° 
j » AS , in, University Lithoprinters, 1942. 117; 
lt i i sweet & ixwell, Py | s 1 | Ul: _% > a 
47 = (For sale b ich’s Ba 
‘ie a Ann Art Micl 
‘ \ rp iiga ) 
e, A () iw indlord ; ‘ 
i ‘ i ~ t al Wormse I, Rene Personal estate pianning 
12 6d a changing world. New York, Simor 
O. W P | Schuster, 1942. 31llp. $2.50 
es _ 
LOAN SERVICE 
: ses beginning with 1907. Ther 
( rowe S be shipped express collect and 
a ste Son 15-dav period to be returned express prepaid. 
4] “eee 
olumes Dé C. C. Morevranp, Libra 
i he bor Michigan State Law Libr 


lg, Micl gan 


Madison, Wisconsin 


Word has just been received of the sudden death of 
Franklin ©. 


the founders of the 





Mr. Poole on February 6. He was one of 






\merican Association of Law Libraries. 





He served for many years as Chairman of the Committee 





Index to Legal Periodicals and Law Library 





on the 





Journal. 











Dates of Regu- 


ilation or Revision 








Revised to January 


ALABAMA 


' t \ 
A1iCT \ 
ancroft-W 
order Py 
¢ al 
\ 
in \\ 
1941 De I 
Code lv. 


1941 Deering 


Pye 


bate Cod 
1941 Deering 

Code lv. 
1937 Deering Polit 

ical Code lv. 
1937 Deering 


1941 Sup 





CHECK LIST OF CURRENT AMERICAN STATE REPORTS, 
STATUTES! AND SESSION LAWS 


Latest Vol. 
to Appear 


Reg. 1941, 


1940 | 
1939 Cod 


with 194 


( 


Weekly 
1941, incl. 
tra Sessio1 


1937. Deering 
eral Laws 
1937 Deering Con 


stitution 


1939 Supp. to 


*)’h 


Xx General 


{ 
I 
1 


Ss 








titution, Codes & 
General 





LAW LIBRARY JOURNAI 


Dates of Regu- 
lar Sessions Source 


CANAL ZONE 


Publication 


Reports ap et Executive Secretary, Panama Canal, 


3alboa Heights, C. Z. 
Code, Compilation or Revision Superintendent of Documents, 
Washington, D. C 


[he Chief of Office, The Panama 


Canal, Washington 


COLORADO 


Keports oe \. B. Hirshfield Press, Denver, 
Session laws Odd years Secretary of State 
Cs le, Cr | ilation or Revision Michie Co 


CONNECTICUT 


Reports EK. E. Dissell & Co., Hartford, 
*Advance Parts E. E. Dissell & Co., Hartford, Conn 
Conn. Supp. --—— me ew Connecticut Law Journal Pub. Co 
Superior Ct. Rey Bridgeport, Conn. 
Common Pleas Rep (Selected cases by Judges) 
*Conn. Law Journal .. . Weekly continuations 
Session laws Odd years State Librarian 
Code, Compilation or Revision E. E. Dissell & Co., Hartford, 


DELAWARE 


Kteports ~ &'s State Librarian 
Chancery reports a State Librarian 
Session laws Odd years State Librarian 
Code, Ce lation or Re on Delaware State Library, Dover, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Appeals _ sw « West Pub. Co 





or Ce a , ‘ lohn Byrne & Co 
Code, Compilation or Revision Government Printing Office, 
ngton, D. C. 
FLORIDA 
Reports ; E. O. Painter Ptg. Co., De Lan 


Session laws Odd years Secretary of State 
Code, Compilation or Revision Harrison Co., Atlanta, Ga 


GEORGIA 


Reports ae The Harrison Co 
App. Reports a The Harrison Co. 
Session laws Odd years State Librarian 

Code, Compilation or Revision The Harrison Co 


HAWAITI 





Reports ae Clerk of Supreme Court 
*Advance parts ey Clerk of Supreme Court 
Sessi Ws Odd years Secretary of Territory 
Code, Compilation or Revision Secretary of Territory 


err ' 
i 


Latest Vol. 
to Appear 


1934 Code \ 
Supp. No. 1, 1 
Supp. No. 2, 1941 


UY 
Reg. 194] 
1935 Stat. 5v 
4] Repla cl I 
with 1941 P. P 


194] 
1930 Gen. Stat 
1931-33-35 C 


Supp. lv 


1937-39 Cum. Suy 


lv. 


1941 Supp. lv 


1940 Code A, 2% 








Dates of Regu- 


Publiention lar Sessions 





Odd years 


Compilation or Revision 





lvance pa 
Rey 
\ ul T LI 
( ( i s Kk 
1 () vears 
( ievision 
p Rep ~ 
n law Odd years 
eC tion or Revision 
LV Odd years 
( on or Revision 
\ | . . 
| 
- n laws Odd vears 
| ( lation or Revision 
Advance : 
Si n laws Even years 
Code, C pil 1 or Revision 
rt 
5 n laws Even years 
Code, ¢ pilation or Revision 
é {) 
; on law Odd years 
Code, ¢ ilation or Revision 
LeEDpo! ; 
* Advan parts... 
Baltimore City Re- 
ports ee 
Session laws........- Odd years 
Code, Compilation or Revision 





pag 





TATE REPORTS, Si 


1TUTES AND 


Source 
IDAHO 
incroft, Whitney & Co 
Capital News Pub. Co 
Bobbs-Merrill Co 
Courtright Pub. Co., Denver 


ILLINOIS 


> 
I< 


Edwin H. Cooke, Bloomingto1 
| Wil 14 C ¢ ke, Bloor ingto! 
Callaghan & Co 
‘allaghan & Co 


State 


» » 
Printer 
Secretary of State 


INDIANA 


Secretary of State 
state 


Secretary of St 
Secretary of State 


Banks-Baldwin Law Pub. C 
Bobbs-Merrill Ce 


IOWA 
Superintendent of Printing 
C ¢ - | | 
Superintendent « 
Superintendent of P 


KANSAS 
Librarian 
Librarian 


mecretary ol State 


State 


otate 
oecretary < 


KENTUCKY 
State Librarian 
State Librarian 
State Librarian 


x fist > cay 97719 ’ 
i ( ACVISIOI SS1E 


LOUISIANA 
West Pub. Co 


Secretary of State 
Bobbs-Merrill Co 
MAINE 


Southward Anthoenson Press, Por 


land 


Book Dealers in Portland 


Bangor 


Department of State 


MARYLAND 


Century Printing Co., Baltimore 
Century Printing Co., Baltimore 


State Librarian 
Dept. of Leg. Ref., Baltimore 


* Advance parts paged to correspond with permanent edition. 





1934 Baldwin’s 





SESSION LAWS 517 


Latest Vol. 
to Appear 


Reg. 1941 
1932 Code 4yv 
1940 Supp. ly 

79 
17 


41 2v.; 1941 Spe 
n Sen. & H. | 
1941 Stat. 1\ 

State Bar Ed 


1942 Pam. S 


219 

109 

1941 

tat 
A. lv. 

1933 Burn’s Stat. A. 


izv. Pe ©. FP 


Reg. 1941 
1939 Code lv 


154 


Reg. 1941 
Gen. Stat. A. 


1941 Supp. 1 


1935 


942, 1942 |] n | 
942 Rev » t 2 
(Vol. 2 in prepara 
on ) 
200 
2, 1942 Ex. in hh 


(rim. Code lv. 
1939 Gen. Stat. 6v. 
ith 1942 P. P 


Reg. 1941, 
incl. 1940 
Sess.; 1942 
Spec. Sess. 
1930 Stat. lv 


opec. 


4y. (1919-1928) 
Reg. 1941 
1939 Code A. 2v. 











ates of Regu- 
lar Sessions 


Publication 


VTl 


MISSISSIPI 


\4 


in¢ 


“State 
da 


State 


MASS 


‘4 : 


Source 
ACHUSETTS 
& Potter Ptg. Co., Boston 
Potter Ptg. Co., Bo 
x Pub. Co., Boston 


“~ 


irtment of Secretary 1932 G 


C 
NESOTA 


Pul Co.. 


MIN 


ens Pub. ¢ Columbia, 


\ ten} 
~YtCpi 


MISSOURI 


otepnens | 


INTANA 


M¢ 


imey ¢ 


NEBRASKA 
Librarian 


i brarian 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
C.D 





Hening, Lancaster, N. H., 


Latest Vol. 
to Appear 














Publication lur Sessions 





Keports 


i y 

cellaneous Reports 
nce parts covering 

ve . . . 

n law Annual 

e, | pilation or Revision 

1 law Odd years 
( evision 








at : 
AA; ° 
i AIO 4 i> 
’ ance 
«a I 
| nt Re 
] t 
I ota A i 
> 
\ Y Sup] 
- ince pa 
on lav Annt ral 
e, ( ilation or Revision 
| 
. r Odd years 
| ; e . 
n law Odd years 
le. Ce ition or Revision 
eports 
\y Report 
PI 
* Advance Reports 
Ohio Opinions 
Ad ance Reports 
() he | Ipp. acces . . . 
* \dvance Reports a 
Sess iws Odd years 
Code, Compilation or Revision 
Repc t - 
\ } : bad 
* Advwar rt 1 to F 
** Orders must be placed with N. Y 





Dates of Regu- 


Times 








Latest Vol. 


Source io Appear 
NEW JERSEY 
Soney & Sage Co. 127 


money w Sage Co. 131 
sone} Ww Sage Co 


Secretary of Stat 1942 

Department of State - 1937 Rev. Stat. 5v. 

Gann Pub. ¢ 1938-39-40 Cum. 
pp. lv.; 1941 
Cum. Supp. lv 


NEW MEXICO 
45 


West Pub. Co 
Secretary of State Spec. 1940, Reg. 1941 
| Z Sta A 
NE nf YORK 
is Press, Inc., Albany 287 
liams ress, Inc. 63 
Villlams Pre 5, Inc 177 
ams Pre | om 
Publishers Ptg. Co., 207 W. 25th St., 63 
N y ( ty** 
Y. Industrial Commissioner, 80 4 
Centre St.. N. Y. C. 
est Pub. Co 6 (2d) 
West Pub. Co 37 (2d) 
Williams Press, Inc. 1942 
Edward Thompson Co 1939 Laws 4v. 


1942 Cum. Supp. 2v. 
NORTH CAROLINA 


Secretary of State 221 
Secretary of State 
+ : 4 | 1 ~ c 
ret of State 1941 Public Laws 


1941 Pub.-Loc. & Priv. 

M I< hi Co venta - ) 4! Code A ly 
1941 Supp. lv 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Co-op. Pub. 


tate 


Co. / 
Reg. 
1913 Com. L. A. 2v. 
1925 Supp. A. lv. 
Kevision in prep- 
aration. 


Lawy 
etary Ol 


ers ] 
194] 


Lawyers Cooperative 


OHIO 


Heer Printing Co., Colum- 139 
& 


The F. 


bus 
The F. J. Heer Printing Co., Colum- 68 
bus 
Jhio State Bar Ass’n, Columbus 
H. Anderson Co., Cincinnati 23 


Ohio Law Rep. Co., Cincinnati 


West Pub. Co. ciotinetdon 6 
\Vest Pub. Co. 
Secretary Of State mmmm———— Reg. 1941 


1940 Throc kmorton’s 


Code A. lv. 


Co. 


Banks-Baldwin Law P ub. 


OKLAHOMA 


Jour. Pub. Co., Oklahoma 190 


City 


State Division of the Budget, Albany, N. Y. 














520 J 


i 


LV 


Dates of Regu- 


Publication 


Criminal Reports Aa i 
Session laws Odd years 
Code, Compilation or Revision 


Reports or ee 
»ession laws Odd years 


Code, Compilation or Revision 


State Reports 

Superior Ct. Reports 

District and County 
Reports 

Advance parts of all 

above 

Session laws 


the me 4 
Odd years 


Code, Compil Revision 


pilation or 


Reports 


Commonwealth Stat- 
utes ‘ ® « 
Code, Compilation or Revision 


ri 


KNeports 
Advance parts 


Session laws Annual 
Code, Compilation or Revision 
Reports -- 


Superior Ct. Decisions 


Acts and Annual 
Public laws Annual 
Code, Compilation or Revision 


Dp =» 7 _ 
mesoives 


Reports _ 
*Advance parts “Re 
Session laws---—~ Annual 
Code, Compilation or Revision 


Reports eile 
Session laws--~ 
Code, Compilation 


..«- Odd years 
or Revision 


* Adv 


lar Sessions 


LIBRARY JOURNAI 


Source 


OKLAHOMA—Continued 


Cooperative Pub. Co., Guthrie, Okla. 
Cooperative Pub. Co., Guthrie, Okla. 


\ 


A 


t 
I 


{ 
I 


I 


t 


\ 


Bancroft, Whitney & Co. 
Se 


bureau 


. , 
West Pub 


Vest Pub. Co. 


OREGON 


cretary of State 
rott, Whitney & Co 


rATIC 


PENNSYLVANIA 
1e0. T. Bisel & Co., Philadelphia 
1e0. T. Bisel & Co., Philadelphia 


egal Intelligencer, Philadelphia- 


egal Intelligencer, Philadelphia. 
Publication 


of 


Co 


t 


PHILIPPINES 


Bureau Insular Affairs, Washington 


I 


Dept 


“ 
I 
I 


S 
} ) 
S 
S 


= 


awyers Coop. Pub. Co 


PUERTO RICO 
of Interior, Washington— 
ecretary-Reporter, San Juan 
Jept. of Interior, Washington 

Interior 


RHODE ISLAND 


tate Librarian- 
ub. by R. I. 
dence 

tate Librarian... 

tate Librarian—.— 
ecretary of State... 


ept of at eeninienia 


Law Record, Provi- 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


R 
R 


State 


or 


S 
3 
S 


L. Bryan, Columbia——_——.-. 
. L. Bryan, Columbia—— 
Library- cee 


e Commiussioner 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


tate Pub. Co., Pierre——___—- 
ecretary of State— 
ecretary of State 








Vol. 3 


Latest Vol. 
to Appear 


73 
1941 
1941 Official Stat. ly 


168 


Reg. 1941 


. we 1940 Com. L. A. 10v 


with 1942 P. P 


344 
146 


43 


1941, 1940 Ex. in Iv 
1942 Ex 

1936 Purdon’s Stat 
lv. 


63 


1935-37 Vol. 1 
1935 Penal Code 3v. 
1936 Supp. lv. 
1925 Code of Civil 

Proc. lv. 


51 


1941 


1930 Civil Code 


60 


12 
1942 
1942 

en. L 





1938 G A... ev. 


198 


1942 
( Or le 


1942 A. 5v 


67 
Reg. 1941 
1939 Code A. 4v. 








Publication 


Odd years 


] ‘ J 
ilation or Revision 


Odd years 
tion or Revision 


Reports, Official 
*Advance parts 
Reports L. Ed 
Advance parts 

Ct. Rey 
*Advance parts 
Att’y. Gen. Opinions 


* \ Juve 


Stn 


) 11u1f1 “Ss 
of Claims 


Comptroller Gen 


Dec 
vance parts 

toms Court Reports 
and Patent 
Appeals : Customs 
(same): Patents 





Customs 


Fed. Anti-Trust Dec 
Fed. Com. Com. Rep. 
Fed. Power Com. Rep. 
Federal Reporter - 


‘e parts 
‘ederal Supp. 
Advance parts 
Federal Rules D 
*Advar parts 
Fed. Trade Com. Dec 
I. C. C. Rep 
[. C. C. Motor Carrier 
De 
I. C. C. Valuation Rep. 
Interior Dept., Deci- 
sions 
Natl. Labor Rel. Bd. 
Decisions and Orders 
+Advance parts 
Patents, Dec. of Com 


( 


I 
. 


Puerto Rico Federal 
Sec. and Ex. Com. Dec. 
and Ex 
Tudicial Dec. - ae? 
Statutes at Large. . . 


Sec. Com 





Advance parts paged 


+ To be 


I 


discontinued with number 








Dates of Regu- 
lar Sessions 


to correspond 


2907 








Latest Vol. 


Source to Appear 
TENNESSEE 

E. W. Stephens Pub. Co., Columbia, 

Mo R 
E. W. Stephens Pub. Co., Columbia, 

Mo 24 
Printing Dept., Tenn. Industrial 

School. Nashville 1941 (Private) 


Secretary 


UNITED STATES 
P st 
Pr 


awyers Co-op 


(>t 
Cc 
Co 


Pub 
Pub 


I 
Lawyers Co-op 
West Pub. Co 
VW =+ Pub Co 
Government Printing Offi 





“e 


Government Printing Offic 


€ 


and 1941 (Public) 
1938 Code A. lv. 
1939-40 and 194 


pamphlet supp 


138 
143 
1941; 1941 Called 
1936 Stat. lv. 
1939 Cum. Supp. lv. 
1942 Supp. lv 


U. S. Aviation Reports, Inc., Balti- 
more 194] 
(Cavernment Printing Office 1 
( ernment Printing Office 5 
Government Printing Office 21 
rovernment Printing Office »? 
Government Printing Office 7 
Government Printing Office 29 
Government Printing Office 9 
Government Printing Office 12 
Government Printing Office 7 
Government Printing Offic ] 
West Pub. Cc 129 (2 
West Pub. C 131 (2 
West Pub. C 1 
eat Pub. Ci 17 
| ] ( l 
: | . s 2 
(Government Prin Office 33 
ernment Pr Office 249 
Government Printing Office 32, & 37 
Government Printing Office 48 
Gove ent Printing Office 56 
Gove nt Printing Office 42 
; Printing Offic: 
( ernment Printing Office 194] 
Law vers Co op Pub. Co 13 
Government Printing Office 8 
Government Printing Office 1 
Government Printing Office 5 2 Parts 


of vol 








Dates of Regu- 


Publication lur Sessions Source 
UNITED STATES— (Continued) 
\dva arts i t Printi ©) ( 
i i Decisi S Printing ( 
* ! sete , Py ( ; 
(Int. Re ent Printing Office 
ut ent Printing Offic 
UTAH 
Dé Odd years tg. Co., Kaysvill ( 
( e. fs ( ( on 
VERMONT 
en S . State Libr trian 
Session laws Odd years State Librarian 
Code or Revision Vermont State Library 19 
VIRGINIA 
Se laws I ven vears ‘ 1! 
é \ ( 14 
WASHINGTON 
t lod \ tne w { 
\ par t \\ tne NK | 
S Oddyears State Law Libra 
( ( { n or Re t | S 
WEST VIRGINIA 
he ¢ a | ~/ f “State 
. 2 P ° . ~ a 
De law Odd years { ary of otate 
Cc f { ] t mM T Re or \ { ‘ 3 in\ 
licl Company 1941 
ly 
WISCONSIN 
ort ; Callaghan & Co 
Se sion la Odd years | \ , 
Code, C ation or Revision Bureau of Purchases, Madisor 
WYOMING 
t - ce Prairie Pub. Co., Caspe 
Session | Oddyears Secretary of State 
Code, Compilation or Revision Secretary of Stat l 
Secretat f Stat 1940 
* Advance part nagved ¢ rr y with permanent editior 


Latest Vol. 
to Appear 


Spec. 194 
1943 
1041 

33 Pub. L. 1 


1 ‘ 
14 
7 4 
( 
1? 
> 1041 
Reg i ¥-tl 
7 ‘ A | 
( Supp . 
- 2 
v 
4] 
194 
11 Stat. 1] 
“4 
S 
J/ 
tT) 1 ’ 
IX é 
19 Cone 1 
™ ~ 7 
( te) | 




















CHECK LIST OF NATIONAL REPORTER SYSTEM 


CHECK LIST OF NATIONAL REPORTER SYSTEM 


Revised to January 15, 1943 


Last VoL Last Vol. 
to Appear to Appear 
Reporter, S« d Series ata 27 North Western Reporter, Second Series 5 
Advance Sheets ...... er Advance SHC oo kc cccscccisevcece 6 
] eT _ ‘ Neriec ] A : . " ° 
il Reporte : pio « ‘<7 Pacific Reporter, Second Series ieee: Cae 
\ S et 13] , 7” - 
Advance Sheets . oie ‘ re 131 
’ I ey si0oT ] 
nee ae » south Eastern Reporter, Second Series. 21 
a ; Advance Sheets ree 23 
“ eT ree ee 2. 
' ~ 47 ‘Southern Reporter, Second Series 9 
Advance Sheets re 0 
Yor Supplement Reporter. Second ; ; ] 
Series eee 36 South Western Reporter, Second Series. 164 
Adveace Sheet 3g AGVOROE SUES oo cccicccscisccsss BOO 
rth Eastern Reporter, Second Series. 43 Supreme Court Reporter............... 62 
Advance Sheets : ; 15 Advance Sheets aaa 63 
‘gy T . 7 Ty ry. if & ae 
SCHEDULE OF ADVERTISING RATES 
The following is the schedule of advertising rates for the Law LiBrary 


JOURNAL per issue. Six numbers are published each year. 


Page PER ISSUE 


A Front cover—inside. Advertisement: whole page onl; .... $50.00 
B Page opposite Front inside cove Table Contents 
( Back of Table of Contents \dvertisement: whole page .. 40.00 


half page... 25.00 


D Advertisements; whole page .... ; bes .-. 40.00 
half page .... aye .« Laue 
quarter page ... 15.00 


E Exchanges. Free listings for regular members of A.A.L.L 
EF Back cover—inside. Advertisement: whole page only... ; 50.00 


G Back cover—outside. Advertisement: whole page only a 50.00 


10 per cent discount on yearly contracts 


All correspondence concerning advertising should be addressed to Joseph 


\ndrews, Advertising Manager of the LAw LriprAry JOURNAL, Association of 
the Bar of the City of New York, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. Adver- 
tising copy should be sent in time to reach Mr. Andrews by the Ist of each month 


in which the Journal is issued, namely, January, March, May, July, September 


and N« Vv ember. 











INDEX TO THE 


STATE BAR ASSOCIATION 
PROCEEDINGS 


Including Also 
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
ASSOCIATION OF THE BAR OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
CANADIAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
NEW YORK COUNTY LAWYERS’ ASSOCIATION 


Edited by 
DENNIS A. DOOLEY, LL.D. 


STATE LIBRARIAN OF MASSACHUSETTS 


Published under the auspices 


of the 


AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES 


Law librarians, law professors, lawyers and judges have long felt the need of an 
index to state bar association proceedings. The American Association of Law 
Libraries discussed this matter at several meetings prior to 1937 when the first 
committee was appointed to undertake the work. The finished index now ready 
for delivery, contains a total of 41,442 entries and covers 2,138 volumes. Missing 
volumes of bar association reports were secured through the co-operation of the 
Social Law Library in Boston, the Harvard Law Library, and others throughout 
the country, thus making it possible to index all the bar association reports. 


ORDER YOUR COPY TODAY! 


One large volume Price $30.00 


BAKER, VOORHIS & CO., INC. 30 Broad St... New York, N. Y. 










LAW 
LIBRARY | 


JOURNAL 








AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 7 WASHINGTON, D. C. 


VOL. 35, No. 6 NOVEMBER, 1942 














WAGE-SALARY REGULATIONS 
OPEN DOOR TO 
PROFITABLE NEW PRACTICE 


Business men are bringing into lawyers’ offices hundreds 
of entirely new types. of problems these days — problems stem- 
ming from strict government regulation of manpower, wages, and 
salaries. 


WirH potential penalties for salary increases made outside 
the regulations running into thousands of dollars, no business man 
can afford to make a mistake in interpreting the regulations. 


NATURALLY, he turns to his lawyer for the answers to his 
problems. And naturally, too, many lawyers are equipping them- 
selves to handle these questions by referring to the 


Prentice-Hall 


LABOR SERVICE 


Tuis continuously up-to-date Ser- 
vice brings to the lawyer’s desk in organ- 
ized form all the laws, regulations, rul- 
ings, and decisions on manpower, wages 
and salaries which he will need when 
advising his clients as to proper action 


to take. 





For complete details, please write to 


PRENTICE-HALL, INC. 
70 FIFTH AVENUE NEW YORK, N. Y. 
































Speed and Efficiency 
here’s one way to get it! 


Speed is what America wants today — speed in training men, 
speed in producing arms and ammunition, speed in turning out 
ships planes, tanks and all the other items on the prelt rred list. 


Efficiency is what America wants today — because efficiency is 
important, and especially right now. Efficiency is much more 
than a matter of dollars and cents; it may become a matter 
of success or failure. For you just can't have speed without 
efficienc y. And the solution of the problem of getting the materials 
we need may depend on whether we can get them when they will 
do the most good. 


Our American system stands or falls on the efficient, smooth, 
swift operation of our activities. That is why we, in the United 
States, have been able to enjoy the highest standard of living 
in the world. That is the secret of our success — whether in 


tanks or law books, bathtubs or bullets. 


As for law books Shepard s Citations has shared in the accom 
plishments of the legal profession and is playing an ever more 
important part. Shepard s has helped standardize research — for 
greater elliciency Shepard s introduced the scientific approac h— 
tor greater accuracy; Shepard s evolved the streamlined citation 


method — for greater speed. 


The improvements in legal research which we have helped to 
bring about during the past sixty-nine years are standard practices 
today in every law office and library. Every case and statute is 
checked n Shepard's not only because it speeds up your work 
but because it is essentially eflicient to do so. You get what you 
need immediately — and when it will do the most good. 


Shepard’s Citations 
The Frank Shepard Company 
111 Eighth Avenue 
New York 


Copyright, 1942, by The Frank Shepard Company 



































All Eyes are on 


Congress and the President 


Congressional Enactments and Executive Orders no longer 
are something remote — something for the other fellow. 


Today — they affect each one of us personally 


Cle You Prepared? 


Clients will want to know their rights and duties under 
today’s rapid changes in our Laws. 


There is an excellent Service for keeping you informed. 
Thousands of Lawyers and Judges use it, and praise it 
highly. 


It will cost you nothing to obtain full particulars regarding 


SPEEDY “Congressional Service” 


one of the important features of U. S. Code Annotated. 


Write to 


WEST PUBLISHING CO. EDWARD THOMPSON CO. 
St. Paul, Minn. Brooklyn, N. Y. 








